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Separate paging is given to this part in order that it may be filed as a separate compilation 


nm II — tw«* 3 — (ii) 

PART II — Section 3 — Sub-section (ii) 

(tot *mm<T «rft wfatfr) wtto wrorc *1 Tfamtft qU (mar tw tfar au HHl *rt sfawT) 
sTTfirnfaifi grrr an<l fa$ ntf faff* wfaw ark wfagwrcr 
Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(other than the Ministry of Defence) by Central Authorities 
(other than the Administration of Union Territories) 
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■we ifviEr q-Tv nr? f qp) et4 3if ffi f fat; gir 

3tt 4V anfa - f 4fr qf TRmftr f faip faf^r 

nf fw wit f 1 


ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 29th September, 1973 

S.0. 3130. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Molla Nasirulla Haquc, 1-Naikuri Road, P. O. 
Nimta Calcutta-49, a contesting candidate for election to the 
West Bengal Legislative Assembly from 87-Baduria consti- 
tuency, held in March 1971 has failed to lodge an account 
of his election expenses as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas, the said candidate even after the due notice 
has not lodged the account of his election expenses and the 
Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for such failure. 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Molla Nasirulla Haque to be disqualified for being 
chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Par- 
liament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Coun- 
cil of a State for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 

[No. WB-LA /87/71 (87)] 
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qfa 3 44f)(*qw sft arffafTl <s|HH 333^7, WT €ff'n?33T 
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3ET, CTT T3xT SlfafaHT 3^ tmr 1<T3> 3=1 31 3,71 < u l 

afiqfa tJTT^ EfET \3 33 ajfajR 7? ri*-i 3 w 3 * 
3^ TT7T3 =£ faTft »ft 7FTT ^ 3T faTft 77377 3^ falET TW 
arm fayrr qfan? $ ttttt fa ifa aif? 3 ! fa? srr 
afar 3^ fafa fa fa 3^ 3Te33fa 3? fa? fafaf 

fafa 3573T ?“ I 

Rf. 3\ fafa. 77./ 81 / 71(88)1 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 8th October, 1973 

S.0. 3131. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Azizar Rahaman Dafader, Village Dogachia, P.O. 
Guma, District 24-ParaganM, West Bengal, a contesting 
candidate for election to the West Bengal Legislative As- 
sembly from 81-Ashoknagar constituency, held in March, 
1971 has failed to lodge an account of his election expen- 
ses within the time and in the manner as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate even after the due notice 
has not rectified the defects in the account of his election 
expenses and the Election Commission is further satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for such failure. 

Now, therefore, In pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Azizar Rahaman Dafader to be disqualified for being chosen 
as, and for being, a meihber of either House of Parliament 
or of Ihe Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 

[No. WB-LA /81/71(88)j 

Sum'll 

fa fafa, H 3Bf^T7, 1973 

«PT. 3R. 8132.— W:, faffa 3nfar 3T 7H1TWR 5rf TT3T 
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1951 7T3T Tfiffa 3"3T<? RF faWf 3177 faffa 7*^77 it 

afa farffa *qfa ^ far fafar tT ; 

-arfa, ETTT:, 3“3 tT d«fi3 3l7 EJT7T ffat ifa 3f V-l l 4<W 37 
farm 3T7# ^ 3T3T7f, faqfar afFTfa 33“^^ 7P7TVET itt 
BTfl f fa ^Tfa 'TRT |7T OTP33T 4 3^ qfafa 377tT 

qT rnfafarq q# ^ , 

3RT:, olT 3W aitufaw qfl' PTT7T 10-777 3? SP^T >f 

ffarffar 3fNrfa tfTp^ywr «ft t]^V-2tt sfa qrf q'Trq 
3^ farfi- vft qi ^rr faift Trm 3 ^ favpf tdtt 3iw 


V-riT qfar? ^ tpttet ^tpt ariV #[ ^ fatj rR snnfa 
3^ TnTfa" fffa 37f ^ 37Rft3fa ^ facfafP faiW 

’7T77TT \ 

[77. ^7tT'fa. 77./ 107/71] 

9 . >et. Tfa, Trfar 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 11th October, 1973 

5.0. 3132. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Gurla Bag, Village and P.O. Titilagarh, District 
Bolangir (Orissa) a contesting candidate for election to the 
Orissa Legislative Assembly from 107-Titilagarh (SC) con- 
stituency, held in March, 1971 has failed to lodge an ac- 
count of his election expenses in the manner required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules 
made thereunder; 

And whereas, after considering the representation made 
by the said candidate, the Election Commission is further 
satisfied that he has no good reason or justification for such 
failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Guria Bag to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being a member of either House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. OR-LA/107/71] 
New Delhi, 27th October, 1973 

5.0. 3133. — In pursuance of section 106 of represen- 
tation of the People Act, 1951, the Election Commission 
hereby publishes the Order dated 25 September, 1973 of the 
High Court of Judicature at Patna In Election Petition No. 
7 of 1971. 


IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

Election Petition No. 7 of 1971. 

In the matter of an application under sections 80 and 81 
of the Representation of People Act, 1951. 

Shri Indradeep Sinha Petitioner. 

Versus 

Shri Ramdco Singh and others Respondents 

For the Petitioner : Messrs. Braj Kishore Prasad No. II, 
Yogesh Chandra Verma, Fanish Singh, L. K. Singh, 
G. S. Singh and Indu Shekhar Prasad Sinha. 

For the Respondents : Messrs. Kailash Roy, Ratneshwar 
Prasad Singh, Nagendra Roy, Ganga Prasad Roy 
and N. P. Singh. 

Present ; 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice J. Narain. 

Narain J : By this election petition the petitioner 
Indradeep Sinha has sought for a declaration that 
the election of respondent no. 1 Ramdeo Singh in the mid 
term poll held in 1971 to the Lok Sabha from 7 Maharaj- 
ganj Parliamentary Constituency is void and for a further 
declaration that the petitioner has been duly elected. 


2.7. Maharajganj Parliamcntray Constituency consisted of 
six Assembly Constituencies, namely, 32 Maharajganj, 38 
Baniapur, 34 Goriakothi, 39 Masrakh, 33 Barharia and 35 
Baikunthpur, all situate within the district of Saran. Poll 
was held on the 3rd March, 1971 ; repoll in respect of 
booths in Masrakh Assembly Constituency was held on the 
7th March, 1971, and counting of votes was done on the 
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10th March, 1971, the result was declared next day i.e. on 
the 11th March, 1971. There were six candidates in the 
field. Ol them the petitioner polled 97,378 votes and res- 
pondent No. 1 Rnnideo Singh 98,386, thus defeating the peti- 
tioner by a margin of 1008 votes. Of the other four 
candidates, mention may e made of respondent No. 3 
Mahamaya Prasad Sinha who had polled 90,920 votes. 

3. The petitioner Indradeep Sinha was a candidate on be- 

half of the Communist party of India and Ramdco Singh, 
respondent No. 1 (hereinafter referred to as the respondent J 
was a candidate of the Samyukt Socialist party (S.S.P.). The 
allegation of the petitioner is that those days Samyukt 
Socialist party, Jansangh and Swatanlra Party, Janta party 
and the Congress led by Niglingappa formed a grand alliance. 
In the State of Bihar Government formed was of Samyukt 
Vidhayak Dal (S.V.D) with Shri karpoori Thakur, National 
Chairman of the S.S.P. as the Chief Minister. Shri Krishna 
Kant Singh, a Minister of the State Government, was a part- 
ner of the grand alliance. Case of the petitioner is that 
the respondent had fully utilised the official machineries for 
his election. The respondent in collusion with Shri Krishna 
Kant Singh, Shri Kashi Nath Roy, who later became a Minis- 
ter in the S.V.D. Government, Shri Bhola Prasad Singh, 
Principal Ri.jendra College, Chapra and Shri Phulena Singh 
a Lecturer of that college along wilh others organised a gang 
of lathi and criminals with the sole object of capturing the 
booths, driving away genuine voters and polling bogus 
votes by intimidating or bringing in collusion the polling 
staff. Having learnt the aforesaid design of the res- 

pondent and his agents and supporters, the petitioner filed 
a petition before the Returning Officer on the 28th of 
February, 1971, requesting him to make adequate security 
arrangements in 59(fiftynine) polling stations mentioned in 
the petition. On the day of poll, at the instance and under 
the control of (he respondent, sqauds of armed men moved 
in trucks, jeeps, and cars captured a large number of 
polling stations, took away the ballot papers from the hands 
of the polling staff, stamped them in favour of the res- 
pondent and dropped them in the ballot boxes. They also 
drove away the genuine voters by terrorising them and 
assaulting them. The result of all this was as follows. 
397 spurious ballot papers not authorised for use in the 
constituency, 72 ballot papers not authorised for use in the 
stamps of the distinguishing mark as required by Rule 38(1) 
of the Conduct of Election Rules (hereinafter referred to as 
the ‘Rules'), 132 ballot papers which did not bear the sig- 
nature of the Presiding Officers op their back as required by 
Rule 38(1) of the Rules 2424 ballot papers not signed by 
the Presiding Officers in accordance with law, 540 ballot 

apers which were not issued to the voters at all as shown 

y the marked copies of the electoral roll, 456 ballot papers 
shown to have been issued to more than one voter in the 
ranked copies of the electoral roll. 14 ballot papers which 
did not bear any mark of the voters, 11 ballot papers which 
bore multiple marks by the voters, 4 ballot papers bearing 
mark by tho voters placed in such a manner as to make it 
doubtful to which candidate the vote had been given, 25 
spurious ballot papers which bore serial numbers and stamp 
otherwise than authorised, 799 ballot papers bearing marks 
of voters made in ink and by an instrument otherwise than 
supplied for Ihc purpose, 11 ballot papers bearing mark of 
the voters on the symbol of other respondent and 591 
ballot papers of polling stations of which ballot boxes were 
found tampered with were cast, 9 ballot papers of the 
petitioner were counted illegally for other respondents and 
10 ballot papers ol the petitioner were rejected illegally. 

3a. On the next day of (he poll i.e., on the 4th March, 
1971 the petitioner filed a petition (Annexure-l to the 
election petition) before the Returning Officer giving details 
of the various acts of terrorising, assault and stamping Of 
ballot, paprs in 65 polling stations about which the petitioner 
had received reports till then and prayer for repoll and in 
the alternative to do the counting separately under his per- 
sonal, supervision. 

4. Counting in respect of six assembly Constituencies was 
done in six different camps. There were 14 tables for 
each of the Assembly Constituencies Petitioner’s further 
allegation is that sorting was done and bundles were tied 
with partial motive, illegalities and irregularities in the matter 
of counting of ballot papers were rampant in all the six 
Assembly Constituencies. Despite protests a large number 
of ballot papers, which should have been counted for the 


petitioner, were illegally and improperly rejected. After 
station wise counting was done in 39 Masrakh Assembly 
Constituency, the Assistant Returning Officer announced 
that the total votes polled was 54,013. During the course 
of balloting of votes candidatewise this figure was reduced 
to 52,023. Ihc petilioner filed a petition before the Re- 
turning Officer for recount. The Returning Officer pro- 
mised to give his decision but declared the respondent 
Ramcleo Singh as elected having polled 1.008 votes more 
than the petitioner. 

5. The petitioner alleges that, in fact, he had received a 
majority of valid votes and but for the corrupt practices 
and illegal manner of counting of votes, he would have been 
declared elected. 

6. in the election petition, the petitioner has given details 
of corrupt practices in respect of booth No. 10 Gohpur in 
Maharajganj Assembly Constituency, booth No. 36 Bakwa 
Lower Primary School and rolling station No. 3 Karnko- 
daria of 39 Masrakh Assembly Constituency, booth Nos. 
18 , 39 and 40 at village Dhangarha in 38 Bampur Assembly 
Constituency, booth no. 74 in 35 Baikunthpur Assembly 
Constituency, booth No. 21 in 34 Goriakhoti Assembly 
Constituency and booth No. 108 at Salitawar in 33 Barharia 
Assembly Constituency. 

7. After having examined 26 witnesses, the petitioner 
prayed for inspection of ballot papers and by order dated 
the 16th May, 1972, this Court ordered inspection of ballot 
papers in respect of the Masrakh Assembly Constituency 
only. After making inspection, the petitioner sought for 
amendment of the election petition which was allowed by 
order dated the 1st November, 1972. The facts as stated 
above include what has been incorporated in the election 
petition by way of amendment also. 

8. On the above allegations the petitioner has prayed that 
election of respondent Ramdeo Singh be declared void and 
that he be declared elected. 

9. Appearance and contest has been made only on behalf 
of respondent No, 1. His main contention is that the elec- 
tion had been free and fair and that no illegality or irregu- 
larity as alleged was committed. Ihc S.V.D. Government 
or Shri Krishna Kant Singh or any other member of the 
Ciovernment as such had nothing to do with the election 
of this respondent nor the official machinery was employed 
in support of his candidature. He (respondent) also had 
no opportunity nor any occasion to utilise the official machi- 
nery nor did be utilise it in any manner whatsoever. Orga- 
nisation of any gang is denied, Shri Kashi Nath Rai, 
M.L.A. belonged to the P.S.P. and he did not support him 
and Shri Phulena Singh was not on good terms with Shri 
Bhola Prasad Singh, in fact, he has figured as an accused 
for the murder of the latter. Shri Krishna Kant Singh did 
not canvass for nor address any meeting in furtherance of 
h)s prospect. According to the respondent, the petitioner 
is a very shrewd person and in order to manufacture and 
create evidence he filed different petitions and sent tele- 
grams. The allegation that squads or individuals armed 
or otherwise moved to capture polling stations, took away 
ballot papers, stamped them in favour of the respondent 
and dropped them m the ballot boxes or drove away the 
villagers, is denied. The allegation that ballot papers 
neither signed by the Presiding Officers nor marked with 
stamps and inks supplied by the Election Commission were 
for the respondent is also denied. According to the res- 
pondent, no ballot paper was invalid on the grounds as 
alleged by the petitioner. The allegation that the counting 
stall had any partial motive or that they had been influenced 
by Shri Karpoori Thakur or Shri Krishna Kant Singh or 
that irregularities or illegalities were committed in counting 
of ballot papers, is stoutly denied. 

10. In respect of counting of Masrakh Assembly Consti- 
tuency it is contended that there was no discrepancy or 
variation between the announcement made and entry or 
recording of the number of ballot papers. No over or 
supporter of the petitioner was intimidated nor any polling 
agent of the petitioner was prevented from functioning as 
such. 

11. By the additional written statement filed subsequent 
to the amendment of t*" election petition, the respondent 
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has denied the allegations made in the amendment allowed. 
It is contended that no discrimination was made between the 
candidates during the course of counting, that no unauthori- 
sed ballot paper was used for his constituency. Tt is true 
that some ballot papers which did not bear the distinguish- 
ing mark of polling stations were counted in favour of some 
of the candidates but they bore the signatures of the Presid- 
ing Officers concerned. Similarly some ballot papers which 
did not bear the signature of the Presiding Officers concerned 
bear the distinguishing mark of the polling stations and 
these were counted. In the matter of signature of the 
Presiding Officers concerned, law on the point has been 
complied with fully or substantially and no ballot paper is 
invalid on this score ballot-papers having seals which 
disclose clear intention of the voters have been counted in 
favour of the respondent. It is stoutly denied that any 
ballot paper polled in favour of the election petitioner has 
been counted in favour of this respondent, Figures found 
during the course of inspection of ballot papers have been 
referred to explain the discrepancy that are said to have 
occurred at the time of counting in Masrakh Assembly 
segment. Allegation that the ballot box was found tam- 
pered with has been denied. Ballot papers have not been 
stamped with the ink or instrument other than those sup- 
plied and the slight difference may be due to different shades 
of inking pad, ink tablets and stamping instruments supplied. 
It is also contended that in no event the result of election 
have been materially affected. 

12. On the pleadings of the parties the following issues 
were framed for determination, 

ISSUES 

1. Is the election petition maintainable? 

2. Whether there was improper reception, refusal or re- 
jection of votes at the time of counting and whether votes 
polled in favour of the petitioner have been counted In 
favour of the respondents ? If so, whether the result of 
the election was materially affected due to the same? 

3. Whether the petitioner received a majority of valid 
votes and is he entitled to bo declared as duly elected to 
the election ? 

4. Is the respondent No. 1 guilty of any of the corrupt 
or illegal practices as alleged in the election petition ? 

5. Whether any worker, supporter or agent of respondent 
No. 1 with the consent or connivance of respondent No. 1 
committed any illegal or corrupt practice ? 

6. Whether election of respondent No. 1 should be inva- 
lidated on account of corrupt or illegal practies commlted 
by him or by his workers, supporters or agents with his 
consent or connivance ? 

7. To what relief, if any, is the petitioner entitled? 


FINDINGS 

Issue No. I : 

13. l earned counsel for the respondent Invited my atten- 
tion to paragraphs 11, 12, 13, 14 and 29 of the election 
petition and on their basis argued that the allegations made 
therein are loo wild and vague and as such regard being 
had to the provisions of section 83 of the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951 (hereinafter referred to as the 
(Act), the election petition is not maintainable. Paragraph 11 
says that the petitioner learnt about the evil design of 
the respondent and as such filed a petition on the 28th 
February, 1971 (Ext. 5/a) before the Returning Officer re- 
questing him to make adequate security arrangement in 
respect of 59 polling stations mentioned therein. Paragraph 
12 speaks that on the date of poll special sqauds of armed 
men, at the instance of the respondent, moved about captur- 
ing polling stations and taking away of ballot papers etc. 
In paragraph 13 it is stated that a large number of ballot 
papers were not signed by the Presiding Officer and stamps 
and inks other than those supplied were used. In para- 
graph 14 mention has been made of the ptition (Annexure-1 
to the election petition) that had been filed on the 4th 
March, 1971 before the Returning Officer complaining against 


various acts of terrorising, assault and stamping of ballot 
papers and praying for repoll and in the alternative for 
recount of the ballot papers under the personal supervision 
of the Returning Officer. Paragraph 29 consists of diffe- 
rent sub-paragraphs and they purport to give details of the 
corrupt practices that are said to have been committed in 
respect of different booths. 

14. Argument of the respondent is that no names have 
been disclosed in paragraph 11, that the petition dated the 
28th February, 1971 (Ext. 5/a) can be used not only 
against respondent No. 1 but also against other contesting 
candidates, that no particulars have been given in paragraph 
12 and that different details which are either given in diffe- 
rent sub-paragraphs of paragraph 29 or in the annexures 
referred to therein are vague and not specific. T shall have 
the occasion to deal in detail with the different sub-para- 
graphs of paragraph 29. Suffice it to say, that they do not 
suffer from the kind of infirmities as is contended for on 
behalf of the respondent. To take an illustration in para- 
graph 29(i) the date and the place arc mentioned and names 
of persons involved are also mentioned. Annexure-2, 
referred to in this sub-paragraph, also discloses the names 
of persons who were not allowed to cast their vote and had 
been scared away. Similarly, sub-paragraph (ii)(a) of 
paragraph 29 gives details of booth No. 36 in Masrakh 
Assembly C.ontituency and the names of persons who did 
not cast their vote. It is not necessary to further multiply 
instances, 

15. Section 83 of the Act lays down that an election peti- 
tion shall contain concise statement of the material facts 
on which the petitioner relics and shall set forth full parti- 
culars of any corrupt practice that the petitioner alleges. 
The election petition is liable to be dismissed, if aB laid 
down in section 86, it does not comply with the provisions 
of section 81 or section 82 or section 117. It is not the con- 
tention of the respondent that provisions of sections 81, 82 
and 117 have not been complied with. 

16. No doubt, Ihc petitioner’s case is also founded on the 
corrupt practice, as defined in section 123 of the Act but it 
is confined only to the undue influence as referred to in sub- 
section (2) of section 123 of the Act and not sub-section (7) 
of section 123 which refers Inter alia to the obtaining or 
procuring of any assistance from any person in service of 
Government. Thai being so, the argument that absence of 
Names of Officers who are said to have favoured the res- 
pondent, cannot be held to be fatal for the present purpose, 
ft is one thing whether the allegation of corrupt practice 
of undue influence has been substantiated or not but I do 
not think regard being had to (he materials that are on 
record, the election petition can be held to be not maintainable. 
As such, this issue is decided in the affirmative. 

Issue Nos. 4, 5 aud 6 

17. Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that 
he will confine his argument on the allegation regarding 
corrupt practice to what happened on 7-3-1971 at booth 
No. 3 at Karnokodaria in Masrakh segment, referred to in 
second sub-purugraph of paragraph 29 (ii) (b) of the election 
petition and in Annexure — 4 (vide order No. 139 dated 
12-1-1973). This corrupt practice according to the petitioner 
amounts to undue influence as defined in section 123(2) of 
the Act, It means 

“any direct or indirect interference or attempt to inter- 
fere on the part of the cundiuate or his agent or 
any other persons with the consent of the candi- 
date or his election agent with the free exercise of 
any electoral right." 

18. Paragraph 22(ii)(b) speaks of some incident which took 
place on 6-3-1971 in the Rnjnpatti market and happened on 
the date of rcpoll that is on 7-3-1971 at Karnkodaria booth. 
The learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that 
facts connected with the incident of 6-3-1971 are Intended 
not to establish any corrupt practice but to portray the kind 
of atmosphere that prevailed in the constituency. 

19. Reason of repoli at Karnkodaria and Jajauli has been 
given by respondent (R.W. 74', in paragraphs 45 and 46 
of his deposition. He was stated that at Karnkodaria repoli 
was ordered because his workers had made a report against 
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the Presiding Officer for having shown bias. Repoll at lajauli 
had taken place because the Communist Party workers had 
throw'n bomb for which a criminal case had been instituted 
against them. 

20. For the incident of 6-3-1971 near Rajapatti railway 
station paragraph 29(ii)(b) says that when the petitioner went 
to Dumarsan at 6-30 P.M. on 6-3-1971 he was informed that 
several supporters of respondent No, 1 had assaulted and un- 
lawfully detained his supporters and took away their belong- 
ings. On the basis of the information given by him, the 
police registered Case No. 2 dated 6-3-197 1 under sections 
147, 379 and 353 of the Indian Penal Code. The first infor- 
mation report lodged or any other document in respect of 
the aforesaid case No. 2 has not been brought on record. 
There is, however, another document (Ext, 5/d) which has 
been produced to indicate what had happened on 6-3-1971. 

It is a petition in original dated 7lh March, 1971 over the 
signature of Deonandan Sinha (P.W. 25), election agent of 
the petitioner addressed to the Officer Incharge, Mnsrakh 
police station. The petition says that jeep No. BRD 1385 
which carried the occupants to Rajapatti station Bazar area 
for canvassing was lying on the side of the pitch road 
near the Rajapatti station Bazar. The driver fled away 
leaving the jeep there and 

“it is apprehended that the jeep may be destroyed by 
the other side persons.” 

Accordingly, a request was made to make arrangement for 
safety of the jeep and that it should be brought to Masrakh. 
Evidence of P.W.25 is that he filed this petition before the 
A.S.I. who wrote upon it that the Officer Incharge was 
on duty near the place of occurrence and that he should go 
and make a report there (vide Ext. 5/e). P.W. 25 has stated 
that he could not find the S.I. of police and so he kept the 
petition (Ext 5/d) with him and that he did not again give 
it at the police station as none was prepared to accept it. 
The comment on behalf of the respondent is that this peti- 
tion has been manufactured for the purpose of this case by 
bringing into collusion the A.S.I., who also has not been 
examined. 

21. Oral evidence to establish that an occurrence had 
taken place on 6-3-1971 consists of P. W. 28, 29, 
30 and 35 besides the petitioner (P.W. 27). Evidence 
of Md. Yasin (P.W. 28) is that on 6-3-1971 he along with 
Mohar Singh (P.W. 29), Bijli Singh (P.W. 30), Harnath 
Singh (P.W. 35) and others went on a jeep to the Bazar 
near the Rajapatti railway station. They were explaining 
the petitioner’s symbol to the people there. At that time 
some 20 to 25 persons of the respondent came and sur- 
rounded them. They threatened to assault and also assaulted 
some of them and took away his black cap and speclacies. 
He and his companions concealed themselves in a shop. 
Some time later the petitioner came there on a jeep and to 
him he related all that had happened. It has been taken out 
from him that he did not himself lodge any F.l.R. and that 
he is the Secretary of the petitioner’s party at Barauli. Evi- 
dence of P.Ws 29, 30 and 35 is in corroboration of the evi- 
dence of P.W. 28. The criticism against. P. W. 29 is that 
he is a member of the Communist party of India. P.W. 30 
had been an M.L.A. on the C.P.I. ticket. Harnath Singh 
(P.W. 35) has deposed that amongst the person who threa- 
tened and assaulted them he had identified Pusbplal Singh, 
Rajcshwar Singh, Baijnath Singh and others. Evidence of the 
petitioner (P.W.27) is that on the 6th evening when he came 
near Rajapatti railway station he found a jeep of his party 
abandoned there with a flag on it surrounded by persons. 
He found that some persons were about to set fire to the 
jeep. Of them Pusbplal Singh was getting the cap of the 
petrol tank opened. He stayed there and asked about his 
men. He was told that his men had been beaten and chased 
away by the persons who were to set fire to the jeep. On 
his return from there he found his man Md. Yasin injured 
and his spectacles lost and the articles on the jeep missing. 
He put some men to guard the jeep and rushed hack to 
Masrakh and lodged the first information report at the police 
station and requested the Officer Incharge to send armed 
force to the Rajapatti Bazar. T have stated above that 
this first information report has not been produced. It 
is to be noticed that in the election petition there is no 
mention of the incident connected with the jeep nor the 
details given of the occurrence. Another fact to be noticed 
is that paragraph 29 (ii) (b) docs not say that the occurrence 


took place near the Rajapatti Market. In his cross-examina- 
tion P.W. 27 has admitted that he had narrated the inci- 
dent connected with Rajapatti Bazar to his lawyer and he 
gave him a copy of the first information that had been lod- 
ged at the police station. It is not necessary for me 
to find out whose was the fault but the hard fact is that 
the copy of the first information report lodged has not 
been produced, that the place of occurrence was near the 
Rajapatti Bazar has not been disclosed, nor details of the 
incident connected with the jeep or the names of persons 
who are said to have been assaulted and those who took 
art in the assault or tried to set fire to the jeep have 
een disclosed in the election petition. The name of the 
driver of the jeep also has not been disclosed in the elec- 
tion petition nor has he been examined, 

22. Respondent’s case is that no occurrence whatsoever, 

took place at Rajapatti Bazar on 6-3-1971 and that even if 
any criminal case was instituted it is false. In support 
of this contention, Baijnath Singh (R.W. 9), Kashi Nath 
Tewari (R.W. 10), Pushplal Singh (R.W. 11), Aziz Mian 
(R.W. 19) and the two shopkeepers (R.Ws. 31 and 32) of 
the Rajapatti market have been examined besides the respon- 
dent (R.W. 74), R.W. 9 has denied his presence in the 
market and the allegation of assault and driving away of 

the workers of the communist party. On 7-3-1971, however, 

he says he learnt from the Sub-Inspector of police that a 
criminal case had been instituted against him also for the 
alleged occurrence of 6-3-1971. P.W. 10 has stated that 
he was in village Jajauli on the 6th and he was getting 
purjis issued on that date. In other words he denied his 
presence at Rajapatti on the 6th afternoon. He has admitted 
that the petitioner filed a criminal case against him for 

the occurrence of 6-3-1971 and later he was granted bail by 
the police. Pushplal Singh (R.W, 11) is the Mukhiya of 
Harpurjan Panchayat. He denied having gone to Rajapatti 
market on the 6tb, having assaulted or driven away the 
workers of the C.P.I. or having tried to get the 
jeep of C.P.I. burnt. R.W. 19 Md. Aztm is the 

Sarpaneh of Harpurjan Gram Panchayat. His evidence is 
that on the 6th he was called by the Sub-Inspector of police 
at the Rajapatti market, who asked him if he knew any- 
thing about the case under section 323 I.P.C. lodged by the 
workers of the Communist party. He says he made enquiries 
from 2 to 3 persons and he learnt that there had been no 
trouble on the 6th. He has, however, admitted that he did 
not try to contact any worker of the Communist party. 
R.Ws. 31 and 32 are the two shop-keepers of the Rajapatti 
market and they have deposed that no mar-pit had taken 
place in the market on the 6th. R.W. 31 has admitted that 
on the 7th the Sub-Inspector of police who had come for 
investigation made enquiries from him. Similarly is the 
evidence of R.W. 32, Then there is the evidence of the 
respondent (R.W. 74). He has denied that Hiralal Singh, 
Pushplal Singh, Parma Singh, Jailal Singh, Ramayan Singh, 
Kashinath Rai and Kapil Tewari were bis supporters and 
that with his consent assaulted the workers of the petitioner 
near the Rajapatti railway station. 

23. Above is the kind of evidence that has been led 

on behalf of the parties regarding the alleged occurrence 
of the 6th, In my opinion, no such an evidence no conclusion 
can be drawn that the workers of the respondent with his 
consent committed the occurrence as is alleged to have taken 
place. In absence of the first information report and regard 
being had to the other infirmities set out above, it is also 
not possible to hold that the occurrence took place as is 
alleged. II may be that some occurrence had taken place 
on the 6th in which workers of the Communist party were 
involved and for which a first information report might 
have been lodged and the police had commenced investigation, 
There is no conclusive evidence on record to say anything 
beyond this. ■ ■ tNi.i 

24. Now as to the occurrence of the 7th at booth no. 3 
in Karankodaria where corrupt practice is said to have been 
committed. Reading paragraph 29 (ii) (b) and Annexure-4 
the petitioner’s case is that Yasin (P.W. 28), Mohar Singh 
(P.W. 29), Bijli Singh (P. W. 30), Rajnavain Singh and Desh- 
raj Sharma, were amongst those who had been chased away 
from the polling booth. Eleven persons are said to have com- 
mitted the corrupt practice and their names are — the respon- 
dent Ramdeo Singh (R.W. 74), Pushplal Singh (R.W. 11), 
Kashi Nath Tewari (R.W. 10). Hiralal Singh (R.W. 6), 
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Kashi Nath Rai (R.W. 2?), Baijnath Singh (R.W, 29). 
Parma Singh, Jailal Singh, Ramayan Singh and Kapil 
Tcwari. 

25, Evidence of Md. Yasin (P.W. 28) is that he had 
worked for the petitioner at the Knrankodaria booth on 
the 7th March. He along with Bijul Singh (Hijli Singh), 
Hiralal Singh, Mohar Singh, Rajnarain Singh and others 
went to the polling booth at 7-30 A.M, Some voters had 
also accompanied them, At 8 A.M. respondent no. 1 accom- 
panied by Kashi Nath Rai, pushplal Singh, Ramayan Singh 
and others came there. Some of them were armed with lathis 
and dantas. Respondent no. 1 gave orders to assault and 
capture booth by force. Persons who had come along with 
respondent no. 1 and others who were there fell upon the 
witness and his companions and chased them away; some 
voters were also chased away. lie admits that although he 
had been to Mnsrakh and spoke to the petitioner still he did 
not lodge any information at the police station. According, 
to him police were stationed at the booth and a Magistrate 
also might have been there but they did not intervene. 
Similar is the evidence of Mohar Singh (P.W. 29). He has 
stated that respondent no. 1 with 15 or 16 persons came there 
and respondent no. 1 gave orders whereupon his supporters 
fell upon them and they including the voters fled away. He 
had noticed two constables on duty on the 7th March but 
says that he had no opportunity to make any complaint to 
the constables of the Presiding Officer nor did he lodge 
any information, lo the police station. Bijul Singh (Bi.ili 
Singh) (P.W. 30) has deposed that he reached Karankodaria 
booth at 8 A.M. on the 7th and others were there from 
before. Some of the petitioner’s voters were also there. 
Respondent no. 1 along with others came there and gave 
orders to chase them away. Thereupon his companions fell 
noon them and they including the voters fled away. He has 
admitted that he has been an M.L.A. but it is curious that 
he did not speak to the petitioner although he claimed to 
worked for him and that for the first time be was speaking 
about the incident in court. 

26. Harnath Singh (P.W. 35) had worked as the polling 
agent of the petitioner on the 7th March, 1971. He has 
deposed that he reached the polling station at 7-30 A.M. 
and half an hour later men of the petitioner who were out- 
side the booth were chased away. Ramdco Singh (respon- 
dent no. 1), Lachhmi Singh, Phulena Singh and 15 or 20 
persons came inside the booth and when he became help- 
less he went outside, the booth. According to him the in- 
juries on the persons assaulted were examined by the doctor. 
But he could not say the name of that doctor. Tt is curious 
that although he was the polling agent of the petitioner he 
did not make any complaint in writing to the Magistrate who 
was the Presiding Officer. It has been taken out from him 
that he is an old worker of the Communist party. 

27, As against the above evidence of corrupt practice led 
bv the petitioner there is evidence of R. Ws. 1. 6. 7, 9, 10. 
11, 19, 25, 34, and 66 besides the respondent (R.W. 74). 
Of them R.W. 1 is the District Magistrate who was the Re- 
turning Officer and R,W. 66 had acted as the Presiding 
Officer at the booth on the day of repoll. Evidence of the 
Returning Officer (R. W. 1) is that in order to ensure peace- 
ful and fair polling, he had arranged for patrolling and 
deputation of Magistrate with armed' force in difficult booths 
where large scale law and order trouble was apprehended. On 
the dale of repol! he made (he same arrangement which had 
been marie for the date of the poll besides reinforcement 
of additional Magistrate, police officers and armed force. 
Evidence of R.W. 66, the Presiding Officer is that on the date 
of repoll there was arrangement for maintaining law and 
order. For the purpose there were two Magistrates besides 
one static Magistrate who used to sit at the booth an-1 
there was also armed force at the booth. This was the 
kind of arrangement that he had been made at the booth 
on the date of repoll. It is curious that no complaint was 
made either to the Presiding Officer or to the Magistrate who 
was on duty there on the date of repoll or any information 
was given at the police station. 

28. Of the persons who are said to have committed the 
alleged corrupt practice, R. Ws. 6, 9, 10, 11, 25 and the res- 
pondent (R.W 74) have been examined. Evidence of Hira- 
lal Singh (R.W. 6) is that no disturbance whatsoever took 
placc at the booth on 7-3-1971 and that he was at the booth 
for the whole day but he did not sec the petitioner *•>—' 


respondent no. 1 there. Baijnath Singh (R.W. 9) has deposed 
that on 7-3-1971 there were police officers, Magistrates and 
armed force at the time of poll and that no voter or worker 
of the petitioner was chased away. He stated that respon- 
dent no. 1, Kashi Nath Rai and Ramayan Singh had not 
come to the booth on that day. He denied that Ramayan 
Singh or Hiralal Singh had worked for respondent no. 1 
in that election. 

29. R.W, 10 Kashi Nath Tiwary wus iuebarge of election 
work on behalf of respondent no. 1 for Musrukh thana. 
He was at Karankodaria booth on the 7th March, 1971 
for ffithe whole day. He has deposed that on Ihc date 
only Shri Mahamaya Prasad Sinha from amongst the can- 
didates had come there and that no other candidate had 
come. For the occurrence of 6th March, 1971 the petitioner 
had filed a criminal case against him. 

30. R W. 11 Pushplal Singh is the Mukhiya of Har- 
purjan Panclmyat. He was at the Karankodaria booth on 
the 7th March, 1971. He went there because the Block 
Development Officer had called all the Mukhiyas to maintain 
peace. He has deposed that on the 7th March, 1971 only 
Mahamaya Babu from amongst the candidates had come 
there. He denied that respondent no. 1 had come there or 
that at his instance (he workers and voters of the petitioner 
were driven away. It appears that for the occurrence of the 
6th March, 1971 a criminal case had been filed against 
him. 

31. Kashi Math Rai (R.W. 25) was an M.L.A. on the 
P.S.P. ticket on the relevant time. He has denied that he 
along with respondent no. 1 went to Karankodaria booth and 
scared away the voters. 

32. The respondent (R.W. 74) has denied having gone to 
the booth on the date of repoll at Karankodaria. He has 
also denied that Pushplal Singh, Kashi Nath Rai, Ramayan 
Singh and others went to the booth at Karankodaria and 
under his orders they assaulted the petitioner’s voters and 
workers and chased them away. 

33. Another set of witnesses in this regard arc R. Ws. 19 
and 34. Md. Azim (R.W. 19) was the Sarpanch of Harpurjan 
Gram Panchavat. He has deposed that on the 7th March, 
1971 he was at the booth from 7 A.M. till 5 P.M. He had 
gone there as he had been asked to maintain peace by theBlock 
there as he had been asked to maintain peace by the Block 
Development Officer. He has deposed that no disturbance 
took place on the 7th March, 19vl either at the booth or 
anywhere round about. 

34. R,W. 34 Pujan Ram was a voter from Karankodaria. 
He has deposed that voting was peaceful and that he has 
cast his vote on the date of poll and also on the date of 
repoll and that no disturbance took place on either of the 

two occasions. 

35. U is significant to note that for the previous day’s oc- 
currence a first information report had been lodged but none 
was done when on such a large scale corrupt practice is al- 
leged to have been committed. Another point to be noticed 
is that one of the men of the petitioner who is said to have 
been chased away, namely, Bijul Singh (P.W. 30) had been 
a member of the Legislative Assembly and as such fully 
conversant with the election rules. For him to have re- 
mained quiet all along is not understandable. It is also 
worthy to note that it was a case of rcpoll and as such the 
petitioner, who was so vigilant on the previous day and had 
only two more booths to take care of on the 7th, would 
take things Iving down. It is also important to note that 
no voter of Karankodaria or any man of Karankodaria has 
been examined to show that he was prevented from free 
exercise of his electoral right. On a careful consideration 
of the evidence led on behalf of both the parties and look- 
ing into other circumstances and the probabilities of the case 
T do not feel satisfied with the evidence led to prove the 
charge of corruption said to have been practised on the 
7th. 

36. Besides the specific allegation made by the petitioner 
and discussed above there is the general allegation that for 
the purpose of election, grand alliance was formed and 
the partners of which were the Samyuk Socialist party (whose 
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candidate was respondent no. 1 Jansangh, Swatantra Party. 
Janta Party and the Congress led by Shri Ni.iilingappa and 
that in Bihar the Government was of Samynkt Vidhayak Dal 
and the Chief Minister Shri Karpoori Thakur was the 
National Chairman of the Samynkt Socialist Party and the 
police and the Home portfolios were in the hands of the 
S.S.P. Ministers. The petitioner's further case is that they all 
supported respond., ut no. 1 and it has been argued on bis 
behalf that they influenced the officers w'ho were incharge 
of poll and counting. The respondent contended that the 
S. V. D. Government as such, had nothing to do with the 
election of this respondent and that Shri [Krishna Kant Singh 
or any other member of the Government did not use or 
employ the Governmental machinery in support of the res- 
pondent's candidature. In support of his contention that 
the official machinery was utilised to help the respondent the 
petitioner relied upon five circumstances namely 

(i) visit of Shri Krishna Kaut Singh in the area during 

the period; 

(ii) deputation of selected officers to work as Assistant 

Returning Officers; 

(iii) suppression of marked copy of electoral roll with 

respect to booth nos. 3,1 1 and 63 of Masrakh 

Assembly Constituency; 

(iv) conduct of two Government officers— Kulpati Sharma 

(R.W. 24) and Rnbindra Nath Roy (R.W. 49) and 

change of paper seal in the ballot box of booth 

No. 3 at Karnkodaria; and 

(v) in contravention of the rules ballot papers were 

distributed to the polling party on 25-2-1971. 

37. Let us now see whether the circumstances relied upon 
by the petitioner lend support to the petitioner’s case. .Evi- 
dence of the Returning Officer (R.W. 1) is that he had re- 
ceived complaints from his Magistrates that respondent no. 1. 
Shri Krishna Kant Singh, Shri 'Kashi Nath Roy, Shri Phulena 
Singh and Shri Bhola Prasad Singh were actively moving 
in the constituency but he says that he took steps 
and issued instructions to see that the poll should not be 
disturbed. His further evidence is that he did not receive 
any report that poll was disturbed by them in any way in 
the constituency. Regarding Ambassador staff car his evi- 
dence is that Shri Krishna Kant Singh had requisitioned it. 
Shri Krishna Kant Singh (R.W 16) has denied having 
worked for any candidate in this election. He admits 
having requisitioned the staff car on 2-3-1971. He says 
that on this car he went from Chapra to his village home 
in Goriakothi to cast his vote and returned to Chapra on 
the 3rd. 

38. M. P. Sinha (R.W. 20) at the relevant time was posted 
as Deputy Secretary, Irrigation Department at Patna and 
he was deputed to act as Assistant Returning Officer for 
Maharajgunj Assembly Constituency. Kamdeo Singh (R. 
W. 21) had joined Chapra two months prior to the election 
and had acted as the Assistant Returning Officer for Gorin- 
kothi Assembly segment. It has been taken out from him 
that he is Bhumihar by caste. It appears from bis evidence 
that both respondent no. I and the petitioner are also 
Bhumihar by caste. Kulpati Sharma (R.W. 24) was at 
Darbhanga and had joined at Chapra on 27-1-1971 as Addi- 
tional District Magistrate. He had acted as the Assistant 
Returning Officer for the Masrakh segment. He is Bhumi- 
har by caste. Krishna Muniri Prasad (R.W. 64) was posted 
as an Assistant Director of Industries at Patna. He had 
been deputed for the election duty to Chapra and had acted 
as the Assistant Returning Officer in the Banlapur segment. 
His deputation was for 12 or 13 days. Shri Sheo Charan 
Singh (R.W. 53) was at Chapra since 30th November, 1970. 
He had worked as Assistant Returning Officer in the Bnr- 
haria segment. Balgovind Ram (R.W. 69) was also posted 
at Chapra from before and, he had acted as Assistant Re- 
turning Officer in lespect of Baikunthpur segment. From 
the above it appeals that two of the officers had been de- 
puted from Patna Secretariat only for election work and 
two officers had been transferred to Chapra only a few 
days before the election. It is however important to ob- 
serve that all these officers are not Bhumihar by caste and 
there is nothing to show that all of them were in the Reve- 
nue Department of which Shri Krishna Kant Singh was a 
Minister those days. 
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39. By Court’s letter No. 7296 dated 6-7-1972 the elec- 

tion office at Chapra was asked to send amongst other 
papers the marked copy of the clcctrol roll in respect of 
booth Nos. 3, 1 1 and 64 of the Masrakh Assembly segment, 
The reply that has been received is letter no. 830 dated 

25-7-1972. By this letter some documents called for have 
been sent and regarding others it has been stated that they 
are not available. Learned counsel for the petitioner did 
not argue out as to how the marked copy of the electoral 

roll in respect of booth Nos. 3, 11 and 64 of Masrakh 

Assembly segment was calculated to throw light on the 
matter and that being so, I do not think even absence of 
these marked copies of the electoral roll tends to establish 
partisan spirit of officials or governmental machinery as 
alleged by the petilioner. 

40. Conduct of R.Ws. 24 and 49 has been commented 

upon for the reason which will appear from the following. 
Several ballot papers not bearing the signature or initial 
of the Presiding Officer or the distinguishing mark of the 
polling station were noticed. As such, R.W. 24 gave ins- 
tructions to his supervisors to count them as valid votes 
if the serial numbers occurring therein tallied with those 
in Form 16. If in respect of some of them they enter- 
tained any doubt, they were asked to group them as doubt- 
ful ballot papers and place them before him for his de- 
cision. It has been contended that under the proviso to 
Rule 56(2) of the Conduct of Flection Rules (hereinafter 
referred to as ‘the Rules’) he cannot delegato the powers. 

1 shall have occasion to deal with (his Rule at a subsequent 
stage but. suffice it to say, that clear evidence of R.W. 24 
is (hat the above instruction related to votes cast in favour 
of all the candidates. This manifestly excludes his leanings 
in favour of the respondent. The above instruction may 
or may not be in accordance with the Rules but instructions 
given by him does not indicate any pressure on him to help 
respondent no. 1 or his leanings toward him. 

41. Evidence of R.W. 49 is that he hod issued 430 ballot 
papers in respect of booth no. 68 of Masrakh segment. 
It wns brought to his notice that ballot papers in respect of 
one village had been omitted to be supplied. Accordingly, 
he issued 440 more ballot papers. Details of the ballot 
papers that were subsequently issued were mentioned In 
Ihe Disintegration Register (Ext. 7/e). Comment is that this 
was to help respondent no. 1 R.W. 49 is Rabindra Nath 
Roy. He had acted as an Election Supervisor. His evi- 
dence is that in respect of booth no, 68 of Masrakh segment 
he had issued 430 ballot papers to the Presiding Officer on 
25-2-1971. The Presiding Officer (R.W. 63) received them 
at 8 P.M. He brought to his notice that there was shortage 
of ballot papers and sent a requisition (Ext. L) dated 
25-2-1971 for 551 ballot papers. R.W. 49 issued 440 more 
ballot papers. The reason for this shortage was that ballot 
papers in respect of one village had been omitted to be 
given. The Presiding Officer granted the receipt (Ext. L/l) 
dated 26-2-1971 in token of havinp received the ballot papers. 
R.W. 49 has proved the entries in the Disintegration Regis- 
ter showing serial numbers of ballot papers that were ini- 
tially issued and those which were issued subsequently. 
Evidence of the Presiding Officer is that the Election Super- 
visor took him to the Election Magistrate and that the 
Magistrate ordered supply of additional ballot papers but 
did not pass the order in writing. It has been taken out 
from R.W. 49 that no gazetted Officer passed any order 
for issuing these additional ballot papers. Three comments 
have been made in respect of supply of this additional ballot 
papers, The first is that R.W. 49, who was not even a 
Gazetted Officer, had no authority to issue these additional 
ballot papers and this was done to help the respondent. 
Secondly, Exts L and L/l had been subsequently planted 
ns these papers were sent by the election office to this 
Court separately. Thirdly, the Disintegration Register does 
not bear any certificate of any officer in respect of issue 
of the additional ballot papers. I do not think that there 
is any substance in any of these comments, Clear evidence 
of R.W. 49 is that he had brought the fact of issue of 
additional ballot papers to (he notice of the Returning 
Officer. Bhubncshwar Rai (R.W. 56) was the Deputy Col- 
lector inchargc of ballot papers. He has deposed that an 
officer was deputed to do Disintegration work blockwise 
and this used to be done under his supervision. If ballot 
papers were found less reports used to be sent to him and 
the discrepcncy used to be verified by the election office 
and the additional ballot papers used to be supplied to the 
polling party. After all R.W. 49 was working as the Election. 
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Supervisor and if aider bringing the necessary facts lo the 
notice of the authority concerned, he ordered issue of ad- 
ditional badot papers, his action calls for no comment. 
The certificate that has been appended at the close of the 
Disintegration Register gives out the serial numbers of 
ballot papers that had ben issued to the different polling 
stations of the Masrakh Assembly Constituency, ft bears 
the date 24-2-1971, but there is no certificate regarding issue 
of additional ballot papers bearing serial numbers 1,11,400 
to 11,11,840. Learned counsel for the respondent has ex- 
plained by saying that since the additional ballot 
pepers were supplied as an emergency measure, certificate 
could not be appended. Evidence of the Returning Officer 
(R.W. 1) is that some reserved ballot papers were entrusted 
formally to a responsible Magistrate to meet the situation 
if there was any shortage of ballot papers. Thus there 
docs not seem to be any inherent improbability in ihe evi- 
dence of this witness (R.W. 49) that by mistake one village 
had been left out and which necessitated requisitioning of 
additional ballot papers and which had been supplied. That 
such a situation could arise had been anticipated before hand 
and as is the evidence of the Returning Officer, he made 
arrangements to meet the situation from before, Moreover 
It is difficult to appreciate how issue of these additional 
ballot papers to the Presiding Officer on 26-2-1971 could be 
with a view to illegally help the respondent. Inspection of 
ballot papers of Masrakh Assembly segment was done and 
nothing has been pointed out to me to show that these 
additional ballot papers bearing the aforesaid serial numbers 
were illegally cast in favour of the respondent. Another 
important point to be noticed is that although the allega- 
tion has been made regarding corrupt practice at different 
booths there is no suggestion or allegation that any corrupt 
practice was committed in this particular booth. I also 
do not find any substance in the contention that because 
Exts. L and E/1 were sent separately to this Court, they 
had been subsequently planted. Thus the fact connected 
with supply of these additional ballot papers are not such 
as*" to show that R.W. 49 had done all these under pressure 
of higher authorities to illegally help the respondent. 

42. Tt has been argued that paper seal of the ballot box 

in respect of booth no, 3 at Karankodaria in the Masrukh 
Assembly segment has been tampered with inasmuch as 
the paper seal account (Ext. 31) itself shows that instead 
of the paper seals bearing Nos. 1200438 to 1200443, which 
had been supplied for this booth, another paper seal bearing 
no. 1200444 had been found used in the ballot box. Alle- 
gation of corrupt practice on this score has not been pleaded 
in the election petition. As a result of inspection of ballot 
papers, the petitioner discovered this and in the supple- 
mentary affidavit this point has been taken. Different peti- 
tions were filed alleging that malpractices and corrupt prac- 
tices had been committed and prayer was made for recount 
at least of the Masrakh Constituency. It is important to 
observe that in none of these petitions, namely, Exts. 5/f 
and 5/p dated 10-3T971 and Exts. 5/k and 5/1 dated 

11-3-1971 filed by the petitioner to the Returning Officer and 
Ext. 5/n dated 27-3-1971 filed to the Election Commission 
any grievance wus made regarding tampering of the ballot 
boxes and change of paper seal. In this connection, the 
Presiding Officer (R.W. 66) of this booth and the Assistant 
Returning Officer (R.W. 24) have been examined to show that 
it was not a case of tampering with the ballot box rather 
it was a case of mistaken use of a paper seal which be- 
longed to another booth. 

43. Tt may be recalled that a rcpoll had taken place on 

7-3-1971 in Karankodaria and Jajauli. Rambriksha Singh 

(R.W. 66) had acted as the Presiding Officer at booth no. 3 
on the date of rcpoll. He has stated that at 8 P.M. on 
6 4-1971 he was informed that he was to act as a Presid- 
ing Officer at Jajauli but at 10.30 P.M. the same night lie 
was given written instruction to work as a Presiding Officer 
at booth no. 3 Karankodaria. Men of his party were 

receiving voting materials meant for the booth at Jajauli 

but after receipt of the written order that he had to work 
at Karankodaria he informed his men and then they took 
(he materials meant for Karankodaria. Thereafter they 
set out for the village and they reached Karankodaria at 
4 A.M. early next morning and voting commenced at 7 A M. 
He has explained that the reason for finding a different 

S seal was that the materials meant for the booth at 
li might have been mixed with those meant for JKaran- 
kodaria, From the paper seal account (Ext, N) of booth 
no. 64 of Jajauli it will appear that the paper seals bearing 
Nos. 1200445 to 1200450 had been issued for this booth. 


1 hus the kind of explanation that has been offered by this 
witness does not quite explain the use of paper seal bearing 
no. 1200444 at booth no. 3 but it seems to me that there 
has been some confusion and mistake some where but it is 
certainly not due to tampering with the ballot box. The 
reason for my taking this view is that before the counting 
commenced, the ballot box was examined by the parties 
concerned and no tampering at all was detected, R.W. 66 
has deposed that the paper seals are put into the ballot 
boxes alter obtaining the signature of the polling agents 
before the commencement of the poll. R.W. 24 who was 
the Assistant Returning Officer in respect of the Masrakh 
segment has deposed that in his segment there was no ballot 
box whose paper seal was found damaged. Regarding booth 
no. 30, his evidence is that no doubt paper seal bearing a 
different number was found used in it but this was brought 
to his notice by the Counting Supervisor. Mis further evi- 
dence is that the ballot boxes were opened in presence of 
the counting agents of the candidates at the time of count- 
ing. He did not find any boxes tampered with and that 
none complained to him about tampering with any of the 
ballot boxes. It will be noticed that the ballot paper account 
Form 16(Ext. 1/15) shows the ballot papers used and cast 
and the same have been found in the ballot box and have 
been counted. Therefore, the ballot papers remain the snme 
and I agree with the respondent that it is an unnecessary 
tempest in a tea cup. Regard being had to the facts set 
out above and the manner in which paper seal had first 
been put into the ballot box before the voting commenced 
and the fact that no complaint was made at the time of 
counting, the conclusion is irresistible that it is not a case 
of tampering with the ballot box. As such, this link also 
cannot avail the petitioner to establish Government pres- 
sure on the official and their indulgence in any corrupt 
practice for the respondent. 

44. Equally unsuslainable is the allegation founded on 
the fact that ,the ballot papers were distributed on the 25th 
of February, \1971 although the poll was to be held on 
3-3-1971. learned Counsel for the Respondent submitted 
that the first date of the poll in the constituency was 
1-3-1971 and the polling party had to travel some distances 
and ns such if the ballot papers were distributed on the 
25-2-1971, no adverse inference can be drawn from this 
circumstance against the respondent. The above evidence 
clearly negatives the case of the petitioner that the Govern- 
mental machinery was in collusion with the respondent and 
that the Ministers’, at the top helped and that the then 
Government went out of the way to help the respondent. 

45. In support of his case on the point, the petitioner 
has led some general evidence. He hus examined himself 
and his election Agent (P.W. 25). Evidence of P.W. 25 
is that Shri Karpoorl Thakur, Shri Kashi Nath Rai, late 
Shri Bhola Prasad Singh and Shri Phulena Singh were 
helping respondent no. 1 in the election. Samyukt Socialist 
party, Jansangh, Swatantra Party, Janta Party and Congress 
led by Shri Nijlingappa had formed a grand alliance and 
was helping respondent no. 1, and the officers connected with 
the election at the booths, were in favour of the respondent. 
He had received information that an attempt will be made 
on behalf of the respondent to capture 100 to 125 booihs. 
On making enquiries it appeared that men of the respondent 
will capture 59 booths. Accordingly, the witness says that 
he filed the petition (Ext. 5/a) dated 28-2-1971 to the Re- 
turning Officer. He had also received information that 
supporters of the respondent would create disturbance 
in village Hakam. He filed a written petition (Ext. 5/b) 
dated 2-3-1971 lo the Sub- Inspector of police, Baikunthpur 
police station. His further evidence is that on the polling 
day for the first time he noticed leanings of the authorities 
in favour of the respondent. He, however, could not give 
out the names of those officers. But he said that they were 
of Chamanpura, Haraipur, Hakam ; Hamidpur, Rajapattl, 
Soncbatia, Gantir, Kishunpura, Pouna and Goriagothi booths. 
Names of other booths the witness could not recollect at 
the time he gave his evidence. He has also stated that he 
had conveyed this information to the petitioner on the night 
ol 3-3-1971. 

46. Evidence of the petitioner (P.W. 27) is that there was 
a grand alliance between the Congress Organization, Jansangh 
and S. S. P. and that is why they were supporting the res- 
pondent. At (he time of election, the ministry was of S.V.D. 
headed by Shri Karpoori Thakur, who was the Chairman 
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of All India S. S. P. Shri Krishna Kant Singh was the 
Revenue Minister in that ministry. Shri Kashi Nath Rui 
belonged to the dissident group of the S. S. P. which was 
a partner of the grand alliance. Since Shri Karpoori Thakur 
and Shri Krishna Kant Singh were in the ministry, the 
petitioner said that he began to feel that official machinery 
is biased against his candidature. During the land week 
of February he received an information that there was a 
preparation on behalf of the grand alliance to capture a 
large number of booths. After discussion and getting defi- 
nite information, he asked his election agent to file a peti- 
tion before the Returning Officer, In February, 1971 during 
the course of his election campaign he learnt that 
Governmental machinery was being used against him. 
Complaint regarding this was sent by his party to the Chief 
Election Commission towards the end of February, 1971 by 
means of letters. Those papers, however, have not been 
produced in court. 

47. Certain petitions were filed on behalf of the petitio- 
ner and let us see whether any mention was made therein 
that the official machinery was likely to be used against 
the petitioner and in favour of the respondent and that the 
official machinery was actually utilised in that manner. As 
already stated above, Ext. 5/a dated 28,2,1971 and Ext. 
J/b dated 2-3-1971 were filed before the date of election. 
The main allegation in Ext. 5 /a is that it has been learnt 
that preparation is afoot to create disturbance and to Capture 
tooths at the polling stations mentioned in the petition, as 
such a prayer was made to make arrangement for prefect 
safety at those polling stations. In Ext, 5 /b the election 
agent said that he had received information of a serious 
apprehension of breach of the peace at Hakam booth. As 
such a request was made to make arrangement for smooth 
polling, The Sub-Inspector wrote on the petition (Ext. 5/c) 
requesting him to ask his friends to remain cool and infor- 
med him that steps had been taken for smooth polling. 
Thus it will appear that in the two petitions filed before the 
date of poll, there is no mention of any apprehension of use 
of official machinery in favour of respondent and against the 
petitioner. 


48. Two petitions have been brought on record which 
were filed subsequent to the date of poll. They are Exts. 
5/h and 5/m. Ext. 5/h dated 4.3.1971 is also Annexure-1 
to the election petition. It enumerates certain incidents which 
according to the petitioner had 1 marred the election. Although 
this petition is a detailed one, significantly enough, it docs not 
contain any grievance to the effect that the official mac- 
hinery engaged in the election work, showed any leanings 
in favour of respondent no. 1. Mention about the use of 
official machinery, however, occurs in the petition (Ext. 5/m) 
dated 19-3-1971. It will be noticed that this petition was 
filed some time after the results were announced and by this 
tltion a prayer was made for inspection of ballot papers, 
anlfestly, recital in this petition cannot be taken at its 
face value and the matter has to be examined closely. 


49. On behalf of the respondent there is the evidence of 
the Returning Officer (R.W.l) and the Presiding Officers, 
namely, R.W.37 of Karankodaria booth, R.W.38 of Dumar- 
sang booth in Masrakh segment, R.W.39 of Suri in the 
Masrakh segment, R.W.40 of Chainpur Chamada, R.W.41 
of Gorhna, R.W.42 of Maricha, R.W.43 of Barahirnpur, 
R.W.44 of Beruyn in Masrakh segment, R.W.45 and 46 of 
Khabasi in Masrakh segment, R.W. 50 of Jajauli, R.W. 52 
R.W. 55 of Padmaur RW. 52 of Bishiunpur, R.W. 58 of 
Makhtab Chand Kodaria, R.W. 59 of Basshia, R.W. 60 of 
Bhatwalia, R.W.63 of booth no. 69 in Masrakh segment, 
R.W.66 of Karankodaria booth on the date of 
repoll, R.W.70 of Samri and R.W.71 of Deoria in 
Masrakh segment. The Assistant Returning Officer and count- 
ing Supervisors of tho six Assembly segments have also been 
examined. R.W.20 is the Assistant Returing Officer and R.Ws 
61 and 67 are the Counting Supervisors of Maharajgunj 
Assembly Constituency. R.W.21 is the Assistant Returning 
Officer and R.W, 62 is the Counting Supervisor of Goriakothl 
Assembly Constituency. R.W.53 Is the Assistant Returing 
Officer and R.W.33 is the Counting Supervisor of Barharia 
Assembly Constituency, R.W. 69 is the Assistant Returning 
Officer R.Ws.51 and 54 are the Counting Supervisors of 
Baikunthpur Assembly Constituency. R W.64 is the Assis- 
tant Returning Officer of Baniapur Assembly Constituency 
94 G of 1/73—2 


and R.W. 24 is the Assistant Returning Officer of the Masrakh 
Assembly Constituency. Nothing has been taken out from 
them to show that any Governmental pressure was exercised 
upon them of that they of themselves had shown any lean- 
ings towards the respondent no. 1 or bias against the peti- 
tioner and acted as such. 


50. The Returning Officer has deposed that to the best of 
his capacity, fairness and efficiency he discharged hi* 
duties as a Returning Officer and that he was not actuated by 
any malice or bias in discharge of his duties, On the date of 
poll he remained at the headquarters so that he could be avail- 
able always. Evidence of the Assistant Returning Officer*. 
Counting Supervisors and the Presiding Officer, is to the 
effect that they did not commit any irregularity or exhibited 
any bias against or leanings towards any candidate and that 
their action was fair and just. It may be that an officer here 
or there might have committed some irregularity, the effect' 
of which will be examined presently but there is nothing on 
record to substantiate the contention that the official .machi- 
nery at the behest of those in the Government or by them- 
selves exhibited 1 any sign of bias against the petitioner and 
leanings towards the respondent or acted as such. 

51. In different sub-paragraphs of paragraph 29 of the elec- 
tion petition, the petitioner has given details of corrupt 
practices which according to the petitioner are calculated 
to invalidate the election of the respondent. The allegation 
is of the kind that the respondent, his agents, his workers 
and supporters with full consent captured a large number of 
polling stations, drove away polling agents and voters of the 

ctitioner, took away the ballot papers from the polling staff 

y intimidation and/or by gaining them over, stamped them 
and put them in the ballot boxes. 

52. While commencing to deal with this issue I have re- 
ferred to order no. 139 dated the 12th January 1973 by 
which the learned counsel for the petitioner confined his 
argument to the second sub-paragraph of paragraph 29 (ii) (to) 
of the election petition and submitted that the other sub- 
paragraphs of paragraph 29 of the election petition will be 
relied upon to depict the atmosphere that prevailed near 
about the time the poll or repoll took place, I have already 
dealt with corrupt practices referred to in second sub-para- 
graph of paragraph 29(ii)(b) and found that the petitioner 
had failed to esablish his allegation regarding the corrupt 
practice. Now 1 propose to take up different sub-paragraph* 
of paragraph 29 of the election petition. 

Paragraph 29(1) 

53. This sub-paragraph read with Annexure-2 appended to 
the election petition sets out that on 3-3-1971 at booth no. 
10 in village Cohpur, Jagarnath Singh was going with some 
voters of the petitioner when Nagina Singh, Jamadar Singh 
and Awadh Singh at the instance of Krishna Singh, polling 
agent of the respondent, with the consent of the respondent, 
abstracted the voters in exercise of their right and when 
Baldco Singh and Jagarnath Singh objected the former was 
assaulted and a situation was created on account of which 
voters were scared away out of fear. In Annexure-2 names 
have been mentioned of 31 persons who were not allowed to 
east their vote and were scared away. The petitioner has not 
led any evidence in support of his allegation and has relied 
upon the chargesheet (Ext. 29). This chargesheet support* 
the allegation of the petitioner. The chargesheet has been 
submitted against Nagina Singh, Jamadar Singb, Awadbesb 
Singh and Puran Singh. 

54. The above allegation has been denied by the respon- 
dent and in support of his contention he has examined two 
of the accused' Puran Singh (R.W. 27) and Awadhesh Singh 
R.W. 36) and his polling agent Krishna Singh (R.W, 35). 

55. Evidence of Puran Singh (R.W. 27) Is that he had 
worked in the election on behalf of Shri Mahamaya Prasad 
Sinha. respondent no. 3 and that Jamadar Singh Nagina Singh 
and Awadhesh Singh had also worked for Shri Mahamaya 
Prasad Sinha. He denied that he alongwlth others obstructed 
the voters and assaulted Baldeo Singh. According to him it is 
a false case. R.W.36 has denied having obstructed 
the voters and assulted Baldeo Singh and others. He has, 
however, admitted that a criminal case is pending against 
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him. The polling agent Krishna Singh (R.W. 35) has also 
denied the alleged occurrence but he says that he has learnt 
that a false criminal case has been filed against hint and 
others. Thus we find that on one side there is denial of the 
occurrence and on the other side no oral evidence has been 
adduced but the chargesheet submitted by the police after 
Investigation has been relied upon. Regard being bad to the 
evidence on record, I feci satisfied that some occurrence 
had taken place although there is nothing to establish at whose 
Instance this occurrence had taken place. It will be notice 
that three of the accused are polling agents of respondent no. 

3 but the petitioner’s case is that occurrence had taken place 
at the Instance of respondent no. 1. 

Paragraph 29(U)(a) 

56. The allegation is that on 3rd March, 1971, while poll 
4 ras going on In booth no. 36, Bakwa lower Primary School, 
agents and supporters of the respondent, with his consent, 
attacked the voters and supporters of the petitioner as a 
result of which they fled away and some of them were in- 
jured. Narendra Tewary (P.W. 22), the polling agent of the 
petitioner, filed a petition before the Presiding Officer of 
that booth and sent a telegram to the Returning Officer. 
Rajendra Singh (P.W. 37) lodged an Fd.R. the same dav 
Further details have been given in Annexure-3 of the elec- 
tion petition where the names of persons who committed the 
corrupt practice and names of persons who did not cast vote 
and were scared away, are disclosed. Ramdeo Singh (R.W. 
74), Kashi Nath Rai (R.W. 25), Ramasish Rai (R. W. 17), 
Dukhan Rai, Bijll Rai (R.W. 18) and Ram Hkbal Rai are 
Stated to be those who committed corrupt practices. 

57. In support of this contention, the petitioner relies upon 
the evidence of P.Ws 22, 37, 38, copies of telegrams (Exts. 
2/b and 2/c) dated the 3rd March, 1971 and Ext. 5 dated 
the 3rd March, 1971 addressed by P.W. 22 to the Presiding 
Officer and the chargesheet (Ext. 29/1). 

58. The defence Is a denial and In support of this conten- 
tion reliance has been placed upon the oral evidence of R.Ws 
17, 18, 25, 29 and 74. 

59. Evidence of Narendra Tiwary (P.W. 22) who had 
worked as a polling agent on behalf of the petitioner, and 
was In charge of the booth In L. P. School In village Bakwa, 
is that the voting commenced at 7 A.M, and a large number 
of followers of the respondent asked the voters of the peti- 
tioner not to cast their votes and that all votes will be cast 
by them. He filed this petition (Ext. 5) before the Presiding 
Officer, complaining against what was being done. He has 
proved the two telegrams (Ext. 2/b and 2/c). Rajendra 
Singh (P.W. 37) has deposed that he had worked for the 
petitioner at booth no. 36 in village Bakwa. Lai Blhari Raut 
(P.W. 38), laldeo Tiwary and Vldya Singh were also there. 
About 50 persons came and assaulted him and others and 
chased them away. Of them he had recognised Ramashis Rai, 
Dukhan Rai, Bijli Rai and Ram Ekbal Rai who are suppor- 
ters of S.S.P, He had filed a criminal case at Masrakh police 
station against these persons. I.al Bihari Raut (P.W. 38) 
stated that he could not cast his vote because of the marrih 
that took place there. Amongst the supporters of the respon- 
dent he had recognised Ramashish Raf, Dukhan Rai, Bijli 
Rai and Ram Ekbal Rai who were armed with different 
weapons. He had not seen the Marplt but as he was collect- 
ing the cycle, blankets and other articles left by other per- 
sons who had fled away [meaning thereby bis men) he was 
struck by a bhala for which he filed a criminal case, Noth- 
ing has been brought on record to substantiate the filing of 
this particular criminal case. 

60. The chargesheet (Ext. 29/1) relates to an occurrence 
that took place on 3-3-1971. It says that there was challenge 
over bogus voting outside the booth between Narendra 
Tlwarl on one side and the workers of S.S.P. on the other. 
The accused persons, namely, Ramasish Rai, Ram Ekbal Rai, 
Bijli. Rai and Dukhan Rai variously armed came and inflict- 
ed injuries on Rajendra Singh and others and took away 
clothes, cycles dari etc. A prima facie case under section 
323, 324 and 379/34 of the Indian Penal Code against all 
the accused was found. 

61. It will be noticed that from amongst the accused per- 
sons Ramasish Rai (R. W. 17) and Bijli Rai (R.W. 18) 
have been examined, R.W. 17 had acted as a polling agent 


for Shrl Mahamaya Prasad Sinha, respondent no. 3 (vide 
polling agent Form Ext. F/1). He has stated that he did 
not work for the respondent and that no mar-pit or distm- 
bance took place. He also denied the allegations of assault 
and chasing away of voters. According to him, polling took 
place in a peaceful atmosphere. He denied filing of the crimi- 
nal case but in the next breath he admitted that he had been 
released on bail by the police and that it was in this con- 
nection that an assault case was filed against him and 1 others 
by Rajendra Singh. He further added that a compromise 
petition has been filed in that case. Thus although this wit- 
ness denied the occurrence but from what is in the charge- 
sheet and in his, evidence it gets proved that some occur- 
rence had taken place wherein he was involved. Of course, 
the Polling Agent Form disproves that he was a supporter 
of the respondent. 

62. Bijli Rai (R.W. 18) has admitted that Rajendra Singh 
hud instituted a case against him and that he has been releas- 
ed on bail by the police. 

63. Kashi Nath Rai is R.W. 25. He has denied 1 that he 
had supported any of the candidates and that along with 
others he had organised a gaing to threaten the voters. This 
witness, who was an M.L.A. on the P.S.P. ticket, became a 
Minister one month after the date of poll and he has denied 
that in order to please Shri Karpoori Thakur he had created 1 
disturbance to help the respondent. Mention must also be 
made of the Chowkldar of village Bakwa, namely, Pundeo 
Rai (R,W. 29). He claimed to have been present through 
out the day and he has denied that there had been any 
occurrence whatsoever but he has admitted that Rajendra 
Singh had filed 'a criminal case against Ramasish Rai and 
other in connection with a mar-pit. The respondent (R.W. 
74) in paragraph 13 of his evidence has denied the allegations 
made against him. 

64. On the above evidence I feel satisfied that there had 
been an occurrence on the date of poll in which voters were 
chased away hut there is nothing to establish that Kashi 
Nath Rai was present there or that whatever took place was 
with the consent of the respondent. 

65. In reaching the above conclusion I have not relied upon 
the two telegrams (Exts. 2/b and 2/c) and the petition 
(Ext. 5) since a controversy has arisen about their admissi- 
bility. 

66. Evidence of Narendra Tiwari is that Exts. 2/b and 
2 /c are the copies of the manuscript of the two telegrams 
that had been sent — one to the Returning Officer and the 
other to the Chief Election Commission. Ext. 5 he got typed 
in Masrakh and he after signing it, filed before the Presiding 
Officer. The witness produced Ext. 5 while he was giving 
evidence. It has been contended for the respondent that 
these three documents are inadmissible in evidence since 
originals have not been called for and as such secondary 
evidence is not admissible. For the petitioner it was con- 
tended that Ext. 5 was a carbon copy, which even according 
to the witness, is not so. Therefore, there seems to be 
substance in the contention of the respondent. Moreover, 
even taking these documents at their face value they do 
not disclose that whatever took place was with the consent 
of the respondent. That being so, even on the basis of 
these documents the conclusion reached by me above re- 
mains as it is, 

Paragraph 29(il)(a) and (b) 

67. These two sub-paragraphs read with Annexure-5 to 
the election petition contain the following allegations. There 
were three booths in village Dhangarha within Baniyapur 
Assembly Constituency. Booth no. 38 was situate in a 
Middle School, Booth No. 39 in the Kanya Pathshala and 
booth no. 40 in the Community Hall. Suraj Pandcy, with 
the consent of the respondent, along with 1 1 others whose 
names are given in Annexure-5, collected a large number 
of lathlals, organised them into a mobile squad and inti- 
midated the voters so that they might not cast their votes 
at these three booths. Names of 210 persons are set out in 
Annexure-5, who were not allowed to cast their vote and 
were scared away. The polling agents of these booths filed 
r.n application on 3-3-1971 before the Officer Incharge, 
Baniyapur police station, making the aforesaid allegations, 
172 voters of these booths Sent an application to the Re- 
turning Officer through the Presiding Officer of booth no. 39 
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on 3-3-1971 setting out all the aforesaid allegations. The 
polling agents of the petitioner sent a telegram on 3-3-1971 
to the Returning Officer, The carbon copy of the applica- 
tion dated 3-3-1971 is Ext. 3. The copy of the application 
purporting to have been sent by 172 voters has been marked 
‘Y’ for identification and manuscript of the telegram sent 
by the polling agents to the Returning Officer, is Ext. 2/a. 
Ext. 3 is signed by Murari Mohan Ojha, polling agent at 
booth no. 38 and Surendra Nath Ojha, polling agent of 

booth no. 39. It is adressed to the Officer incharge of 

Baniyapur police station. It is stated therein that they are 
workers of the petitioner, that the workers of the respon- 
dent drove them away at 10 A.M. and forcibly cast bogus 
votes and that the Presiding Officer did not listen to them. 
It was also stated that Suraj Pandey, who is a relation of the 
respondent Ramdco Babu, had been moving about with lathials 
and spreading terror so that the helpless voters may not 
cast vote. Upon Ext. 3 of course there is endorsement 
(Ext. 3/a) of the Officer Incharge in token of having re- 
ceived the petition. The telegram (Ext. 2/a) was sent by 

Murari Mohan Ojha, Surendra Nath Ojha, Satrughan Ojha 
and Basisth Narain Ojha, polling agents of the petitioner to 
the Returning Officer saying that Harijan, Muslim and other 
voters were debarred from voting on account of violent action 
of the supporters of Ramdeo Singh and request was made 
for a repoll of booth Nos. 38, 39 and 40. Defence is a 
total denial. 

68. In support of his contention, the petitioner has exa- 
mined a number of witnesses. Of them P.W. 3 has spoken 
in general terms of all the Ihree booths. P.W. 17 was the 
polling agent of booth no. 38 and P.W. 7 was the polling 
agent of booth no. 39. P.Ws. 9, 11 and 12 were voters 
who had gone to cast vote at booth no. 39 and had been 
driven away. For what happened at booth no. 40 there 
is the evidence of l’,W. 3. 

69- Evidence of Siyaram Sharma (P.W. 3) is that he was 
incharge of the three booths. On 3-3-1971 Suraj Pandey 
along with students and Shyamdeo Singh,, brother of res- 
pondent Ramdeo Singh, along with latbias went to the 
booths and moved in villages to force the villagers to cast 
their vote for Ramdeo Singh. They used to remove those 
voters whom they thought would not cast their vote for 
Ramdeo Singh. In this manner they spread terror. He has 
further stated that Murari Mohan Ojha (P.W, 17), Surendra 
Nath Ojha (P.W. 7) and Satrughan Ojha were the polling 
agents of the petitioner at these booths and at about 10 A.M. 
Suraj Pandey and others came there and asked them to go 
away and being terrorised they left the booths. Thereafter 
they went and filed a petition before the Officer Incharge 
Baniyapur police station and also sent a joint telegram to 
the Returning Officer. On facing threatened by Suraj Pandey 
and others, Harijnns and Muslim voters who had come to 
cast their vote at booth no. 39 did not cast their vote and 
they filed a joint petition before the Returning Officer. 
Names of some of them are Chuni Ram (P.W. 9), Jagrup 
Ram, Ilaichi Ram (P.W. 11), Janki Manjhi (P.W. 12), Misri 
Ram, Amin Mian and others. Names of all these persons 
occurring Annexure-5 referred to above. 

70. Murari Mohan Ojha (P.W. 17) was the polling agent 
at booth no. 38. He has stated that Suraj Pandey, Shyam- 
deo Singh and 10 or 12 more persons came to the place 
where slips on behalf of the petitioner were being issued. 
They drove away the voters who were there and therew 
away their beds and flag of the Communist party. On his 
making complaint he and his companions were forcibly 
driven away. He has proved the written report (Ext. 3) 
which was filed at the police station, He has also proved 
the manuscript of the telegram (Ext. 2/a) which had been 
sent to the Returning Officer and others. It has been taken 
out from him that he is a worker of Communist party 
of India. 

71. Surendra Nath Ojha (P.W. 7) was the petitioner’s 
polling agent at booth no. 39. He has deposed that Ramesh- 
war Ojha, Jagarnath Ojha and Bhrigunath Ojha, who were 
men of the respondent, used to put seal on ballot papers 
and get them cast in ballot box. He made oral and written 
objection to it but the Presiding Officer did not pay any 
heed to it. He has also stated that Suraj Pandey, who is 
a relation of the respondent, was threatening the voters that 
those should get in who would cast their vote in favour of 
the respondent and that those who would not cast vote in his 
favour, should go home and that the Harijan voters could 


not cast their votes. At 10 A.M. supporters of the res- 
pondent threatened him. He stopped making objection and 
fled away to the patrolling Magistrate who took him to 
the Baniyapur police station. There he lodged the written 
report (Ext. 3). He has proved the endorsement (Ext. 3/a) 
of Rajeshwar Prasad Singh, Officer fncharge of Baniyapur 
police station. He has also spoken about the telegram. 
From his evidence it appears that the Presiding Officer was 
a relation of the respondent but the witness could not say 
the exact relationship. 

72. Chuni Ram (P.W. 9) has deposed that on being asked 
he and other villagers replied that they would CHst their 
vote in favour of the Communist party candidate. At this 
Suraj Pandey and 8 to 10 persons who were with him. 
asked his ment to drive them away and in this manner 
about 175 to 200 Harijan Voters were driven away. They 
went and gave a written report to the Returning Officer. 
While returning from the booth he and others met the 
patrolling Magistrate on the way and the time was 9.30 A.M. 

73. Evidence of Elaichi Ram (P.W. 11) and Jank Manjhi 
(P.W. 12) is also of the same kind. P.W. 11 could recognise 
Suraj Pandey, He has put down his signature on the report 
which was given to the Returning Officer. He has, how- 
ever, admitted that never before he disclosed the name of 
Suraj Pandey. He could not say the contents of the Written 
report. P.W. 12 claims to have put his thumb impression 
on (he written report. He says that he cannot identify 
Suraj Pandey. The report was written by a literate boy 
of the village and he put down his thumb impression 
upon it. 

74. To controvert the above evidence, the respondent be- 
sides examining himself, has examined Suraj Pandey (R.W. 
2), Shyamdeo Singh (R.W. 15) and his polling agent R.W, 
12 and they have spoken in general terms regarding all the 
three booths. In respect of booth no. 38 there is the speci- 
fic evidence of the Presiding Officer (R.W. 68) and the 
polling agent (R.W. 12) and in respect booth no. 39 there 
is the evidence of polling agent (R.W. 3), two of the voters, 
namely, R, Ws. 5 and 8 and the Presiding Officer (R.W. 65), 

75. Evidence of Suraj Pandey (R.W. 2) is that he had 
not worked oil behalf of any of the candidates during the 
election and he denied having created trouble in any way. 
He has admitted that sister of respondent no. 1 is married 
in lu's family. He has, however, admitted that his son Bhrigu- 
nath Pandey was one of the workers of the respondent. 
Shyamdeo Singh (R.W. 15) is a cousin of respondent no. 1 
although separate from him. He has denied having created 
disturbance at Dhangarha booth or any where. Formerly, 
he was a clerk of an Advocate but these days he says ho 
is not in a position to do any work. Hb was aged 65 at 
the time he gave evidence. The respondent (R.W, 74) has 
denied the allegations concerning these booths. The Pre- 
siding Officer (R.W. 68) has denied that Suraj Pandey or 
Shyamdeo Singh and others on behalf of the respondent 
drove away the polling agent of the petitioner and captured 
the booth- He has also denied that any complaint — oral 
or in writing was made to him by any man of the petitioner. 
The polling agent of the respondent (R.W. 12) has deposed 
that no untoward incident took place at (he time of poll 
or any voter was driven away. Rameshwar Ojha (R.W. 3) 
had worked as the polling agent on behalf of the respondent 
at booth no. 39. He has admitted that Surendra Nath Ojha 
(P.W. 7) was the petitioner’s polling agent there. He has 
denied that any untoward incident took place at the booth 
and that any voter was obstructed or threatened, According 
to him voters had full freedom to exercise their franchise 
and that Elaichi Ram, Chuni Ram and Janak Manjhi have 
exercised their franchise, 

76. Dharam Nath Ojha (R.W. 5) has deposed that ne 
cast his vote in the Kanya Pathshala where booth no, 39 
was. He says that he was there from 9 A.M. to 8 P.M. 
and (hat in his presence no disturbance had taken place and 
that Suraj Babu and Shyamdeo Babu had not come there. 

77. Misri Ram (R.W, 8) is a Harijan who cast bis vote 
at booth no. 39. He says that he reached there at 1 to 
1-30 P.M. and that no disturbance had taken place there 
and voters had not been prevented from casting their votes, 

78 Ramnath Pandey (R.W. 65) had worked as a Presid- 
ing Officer at booth no, 39. He has denied his relationship 
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with the respondent. According to him, voting was peaceful 
and that representative of the petitioner did not complain 
to him orally or in writing against the illegalities. It has 
been taken out from him that he is a Bhumihar Brahmin 
by caste and so is Suraj Pandey. 

79. On looking into the evidence referred to above I find 
there is oath against oath, Three witnesses came forward to 
say that they could not cast their vote whereas there is 
ovidencc of the polling agent of respondent, namely, R.W 
3 that these witnesses, namely, Elaichi Ram, Chuni Ram 
and Janak Manjhi had cast their vote. Besides the oral evi- 
dence there are three documents, namely, the written report 
(.Ext. 3) and the manuscript of the telegram (Ext, 2/a) 
and the Presiding Officer’s diary of booth no. 40 (Ext. 11/i). 
So far as Ext. 11/i is concerned, it does not indicate of any 
disturbance having taken place. The patrolling Magistrate 
has not been examined. His evidence would have gone a 
long way to prove the petitioner’s caso on the point. It 
seems that some disturbance had taken place in connection 
with polling at these polling stations but there is nothing 
to establish that all this was done with the consent or conni- 
vance of the respondent. It is to be noticed and to which 
reference has already been made above, that the learned 
counsel for the petitioner has not relied upon this paragraph 
or the evidence connected with it to prove the corrupt 
practice. Naturally, no such stand could be taken since in 
order that election be declared to be void on the ground 
of corrupt practice, it is imperative under section 100(l)(b) 
of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, that the 
Corrupt practice should have been committed by a person 
with the consent of the returned candiate or his election 
agent. None of the documents referred to above or the 
oral evidence satisfies this requirement of law. On behalf 
of the petitioner it has not been shown, how the atmosphare 
that prevailed affects the issues involved. Therefore, even 
if, some disturbance took place at any of these three booths, 
the same cannot establish petitioner’s case on the point. 

Paragraph 29(lv) 

80. The allegation is that voters had gone to cast their 
vote in booth no. 74 at Bishunpur Lower Primary School 
but they were prevented from doing so by show of force 
by Chandrika Singh, Pashupati Singh and others who were 
supporters of the respondent and disturbed the poll with 
his consent. The election petition says that information of 
this fact was sent by thirtyonc voters of the petitioner by 
means of a letter to the Block Development Officer, Ban- 
santpur on 3-3-1971 and that Uma Shankar, one of the 
agents of the petitioner, also sent a telegram the same day, 
to the District Magistrate, Chapra informing him of the 
above disturbance. In the election petition names of 31 
persons who could not cast their vote and had sent the 
application, have been disclosed. 

81. In support of the above contention, the petitioner 
has examined Uma Shankar (P.W. 1). He has proved the 
copy of the telegram (Ext. 2) that ho says he had sent to 
the District Magistrate, Chapra. It is stated in Ext. 2 that 
polling was disturbed at booth No. 74 Bishunpura and that 
Chandrika Singh created disturbance. He has stated that he 
used to look after the election work on behalf of the peti- 
tioner in the Baikuntbpur Assembly Constituency. A com- 
plaint was received by him that the voters were not being 
allowed to cast their vote and that Chandrika Babu and 
Pashupati Singh on behalf of the respondent, were causing 
obstruction to the voters. Accordingly, he sent a telegram, 
the copy of which is Ext. 2. The respondent (R.W. 74) has 
denied the above allegations, Behidcs him there is evidence 
of Chandrika Singh himself (R.W. 22). He has stated that 
ho acted as the polling agent of the respondent and that he 
did not obstruct the voters or committed any irregularities. 

82. It has beon argued for the respondent that no cre- 
dence should be attached to the telegram (Ext. 2) which was 
based on the hearsay knowledge, that R.W. 1 says, he de- 
rived. A great comment has also been made on the non- 
examination of any of the persons, who are said to have 
been prevented from casting their vote. Another important 
fact to be noticed is that the letter which is said to have 
been sent by 30 persons to the B.D.O. has not been produced 
nor any of the signatories to that letter examined. In the 
circumstance it is difficult for me to uphold the petitioner's 
case regarding distrubance and obstruction at this booth. 


Paragraph 29(v) (a) 

83. The allegation is that Damodar Singh, Presiding Officer 
of tiooih no. 21, at Lower Primary, School, Bindwai, lodged 
information at the GoriakoLhi police station that crowed of 
miscreants had snatched away one bundle of ballot papers 
and two marking stamps from the custody of the polling 
patty; that Bhupendra Narain Singh, son of Minister Krishna 
leant Smgh, JViahadco Singh and others were in the gang 
which aid this and that Lhey acted with the consent of the 
respondent and for this criminal case No. G.R. 245 of 1971 
was started. It is further stated that a telegram was sent 
in this regard. 

84. In support of the above contention, there is evidence 
of P.Ws 19 and 27 and the telegram Ext. 2(c) and the 
Presiding Officer's diary Ext. 11(c). The evidence of P.W. 
19 Ram Prabesh Singh is that on the polling date be was 
issuing purji on behalf of the petitioner at Bindwai booth, 
home armed persons attacked the booth and took away some 
ballot papers and the seal and that Bhupendra Narain Singh 
son of Shri Krishna Kant Singh was one of them. Evidence 
of ilie petitioner (P. W. 27) is that when he came to Bindwai 
he learnt that some persons has raided the polling station 
and took away some ballot papers and some marking instru- 
ments and as such he sent a telegram in this respect, to the 
District Magistrate, Chapra. The telegram says that “Pro- 
sopa workers used lathi on C.P.I. workers, Abdul Ha kim 
injured, many ballot papers were stolen by Mahadeo Singh”. 
The Presiding Officer’s dairy (Ext. 11/c) says that some un- 
known goondas suddenly appeared and took away 100 ballot 
papers and two marking instruments, but this did not cause 
any obstruction in the voting since there was sufficient num- 
ber of ballot papers available. An information to this 
effect was lodged at Goriakothi police station. Mention 
has also been made of the serial numbers of ballot papers 
that were taken away and what ballot papers were brought 
into use. 

85. As against the above evidence, respondent has examined 
himself and produced Bhupendra Narain Singh (R.W. 13), 
son of Minister Shri Krishna Kant Singh and Mahadeo Singh 
(R.W. 14). Evidence of the respondent (R.W. 74) is that 
Bhupendra Narain Singh had not worked on his behalf in 
the election. He has also denied that he along with 
Mahadeo Singh had snatched away the ballot papers and 
assaulted the workers of the petitioner. R.W. 13 has stated 
that he had not worked for the respondent nor snatched 
away the ballot papers or committed any other over fact 
at Bindwai or at any other polling station. R.W. 14 Mahadeo 
Smgh had acted as a polling agent on behalf of the respon- 
dent at the Bindwai booth. His evidence is that polling 
was peaceful in that booth but for a slight disturbance. 
According to him the disturbance was of the kind that 7 
or 8 persons came and took away the ballot papers. He 
could not recognise who those persons were. He has denied 
that he or any of the men of the respondent had snatched 
away the papers. For this occurrence poll was stopped for 
about 20 or 25 minutes and the Presiding Officer Damodar 
Singh had given information to the police station. The poll 
was restarted after the police arrived. He has further stated 
that no criminal case is proceeding in respect of the infor- 
mation lodged by the Presiding Officer Damodar Singh. 

86. From the evidence brought on the record it appears 
that some disturbance did take place at this booth in which 
100 ballot papers and two marking instruments had been 
taken away. But there is nothing to establish that the 
miscreants were supporters of the respondent. No doubt, in 
the telegram mention has been made of the name of 
Mahadeo Singh but no weight can be attached on the re- 
cital made in this telegram as it is not based on the personal 
knowledge of the petitioner. An important piece of evidence 
was the information that admittedly had been lodged at the 
Goriakothi police station. This information would have been 
gone a long way to indicate who were the persons res- 
ponsible for this disturbance, but this has not been produced 
nor its non-production explained. Name of Mahadeo Singh 
docs not appear in the Presiding Officer’s diary, Had he 
been involved in the matter and he being a polling agent, 
the Presiding Officer’s diary must not have stated that the 
work was of some unknown persons, For the above reasons 
all that can be said is that some disturbance had taken 
place but it cannot be said that it was at the hands of the 
supporters of the respondent. 

Paragraph 29(v)(b). 

87. This relates to booth Nos. 9 and 10 in village Sadipur 
also known as Sadikpur. It is stated that at 12.05 noon on 
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3-3-1971 the petitioner sent a telegram to the Returning 
Officer intimating that his polling agents had been chased 
away from the above booths and ballot papers were being 
stamped in an illegal way and that the Presiding Officer ot' 
the Booth refused to intervene in the matter. 

88. The petitioner (P.W, 27) has deposed that when he 
went to Goriakothi he met there his polling agents of 
Sndipur booth. They complained to him that they had been 
driven away. He sent them to Sadipur along with other 
workers of his with a direction to see thHt they are admitted 
inside the booth and he sent a telegram to the Returning 
Officer. It will be noticed that neither the election petition 
says nor P.W. 27 has deposed that what took place at these 
booths was at the instance of the respondent or his suppor- 
ters. Tt is important to observe that the telegram has not 
been produced nor the polling agent examined. The res- 
pondent has denied that his supporters and workers had 
driven away the voters of the petitioner from these booths 
and that they were stamping the ballot papers in an illegal 
manner. Regard being had to the facts set out above, no 
finding, in favour of the petitioner can be given in respect 
of these two booth. 

Paragraph 29(vl) 

89. This relates to Sahtwar booth No. 108 in 33 Barharia 
Assembly Constituency. The allegation is that Kedar Singh, 
son-in-law of the respondent had captured the voters’ list 
from the workers of the petitioner and destroyed them by 
creating tension and using force against the men of the 
petitioner and workers and supporter of the respondent with 
his consent and in collusion with (he polling party illegally 
stamped the ballot papers, It is further stated that a tele- 
gram intimating the above facts was sent to the Disriet 
Election Officer on 3-3-1971. This fact is denied in his 
evidence by the respondent (R.W. 74). In support of the 
above case, the petitioner’s evidence is not quite definite. All 
that he has said is that from his polling agents he received 
information regarding capture of booth and sealing of ballot 

apers and putting them into the boxes, the details of which 

e gave in his petition (Ext. 5/h) which he filed before the 
Returning Officer on the 4th March. He also sent a tele- 
gram (Ext. 2/d). The telegram (Ext. 2/d) says that Kedar 
Singh captured voter’s list from the workers of the peti- 
tioner and destroyed them and that Government Officers 
were helping him. Ext. 5/h gives the names of the booth 
in respect of which the petitioner complained that polling had 
been marred by the incidents mentioned there, Name of 
Sahtwar booth was mentioned therein. But it is difficult to 
place weight either on the telegram or on this petition (Ext. 
2/d) in respect of what is alleged therein by reason of the 
fact that the petitioner had no direct knowledge of what 
had happened at Sahtwar and the workers of the petitioner 
from whom voters’ list had been captured have not been 
examined nor the persons from whom the petitioner claims 
to have obtained information have been examined. As such 
the petitioner’s case in this regard can not be upheld. 

90. Paragraph 14 of the election petition says that on the 
next date of poll the petitioner filed a petition marked 
Anncxure-1 to the Returning Officer alleging various illegali- 
ties committed at 65 polling stations and praying for re-poll 
at these polling stations and in the alternative to count the 
ballot papers under his personal supervision. Annexurc-1 is 
dated the 4th March, 1971 over the signature of the peti- 
tioner and is addressed to the Returning Officer. Tt is stated 
therein that polling in the Maharaiganj Parliamentary cons- 
tituency has been marred by the following incidents : 

(i) Armed gangs engaged by certain candidates assaulted 
the voters at the booths mentioned therein. 

(ii) Polling agents and voters were chased away from the 
booths mentioned therein and ballot papers were forcibly 
stamped in favour of the candidates who sent out these 
marauding bands. 

(iii) Tinman, Muslims and other persons belonging to the 
weaker section of the community had been debarred from 
casting their votes at these booths by terror and assault and 
ballot papers uniformly stamped in favour of the candidates 
who engaged those, marauding bands. 

(iv) Influential persons like Shri Krishna Kant Singh, 
Minister of Revenue, Kashi Nath Rai, a Minister designate. 
Bhola Prasad Singh, Principal, Rajendra College, Chapra and 


Phulena Singh, a lecturer of that college are said to have 
organised these gangs to illegally secure voles for their 
favourite candidate Ramdeo Singh (Respondent no. 1). I be 
original of Annexure-1 is Ext. 5/j and the evidence of the 
Returning Officer (R.W. 1) is that on full consideration of 
the petition he passed order (Ext. 4) by which he asked the 
D.D.O. to keep the petition on record and said that repolling 
will be done only m those booths regarding which recom- 
mendation was sent for repoiling. 

91. It may be mentioned that the allegations in respect 
different booths mentioned in Annexure-I except polling sta- 
tion No. 3 at Karankoduria have not been relied upon to 
prove corrupt practice. They are relied upon only to depict 
the kind of atmosphere that prevailed in the constituency 
during the poll and repoll, Then again, as will appear from 
order No. 139 dated 12-1-1973 evidence on behalf of the 
petitioner has been led only in respect of the following 
booths — BindwaJ (Binawal), Bakwa, Khulasa, Shadipur, Dco- 
kul.i, Hakam, Pilkhi Nawada and Dhailgarha. Evidence con- 
nected with the booths at Bindwal, Bakwa, Shadipur, Karun- 
kodaria and Dhangarha has already been discussed. Now 
I shall take up discussion of the evidence connected with the 
remaining booths mentioned above. 

ANNEXURE-I to the election petition 
Booth No. 88 Khulasa in Barharia segment 

92. There is no mention about it in the body of the elec- 
tion petition. Abdul Jalil (P.W. 26) has been examined to 
say that he was a worker of the petitioner at that booth 
and some disturbance took place on the day of poll. He 
saw a truck full of people and they drove away some of 
the polling agents and then began to put seals on the ballot 
papers. He has admitted that he did not file any petition in 
respect of the above occurrence at Khulasa nor did he give 
any information to any of the authorities, Jt is also impor- 
tant to observe that his evidence is not of the kind that 
the miscreants were supporters of the respondent. The wit- 
ness is an M.E.A. on the ticket of the Communist party of 
Tndia and as such it is urged that he is interested in the 
petitioner and his evidence cannot be taken at its face value. 
On the evidence as adduced it is difficult to uphold the peti- 
tioner’s case on the point. 

Booth No. 1 at Dcokull in Baikunthpur segment 

93. There i3 no mention about what is alleged to have 
taken place in this booth in the body of the election peti- 
tion. In the Anncxure, however, allegation is of chasing 
away of polling agents and voters and forcible stamping of 
ballot papers. Jang Bahadur Pandey (P.W. 8) had acted as 
a Polling Officer on this booth. He has deposed that the 
polling agents of the petitioner, respondent No. 1 and res- 
pondent No. 3 were there. At about 2 P.M some persons 
came and along with them the above three polling agents 
went away. At 3 P.M. a large crowd collected at the booth. 
They took ballot papers and put them in the box and that 
their identity could not be ascertained. He has further de- 
posed that in respect of some 150 ballot papers no marking 
could be done on the electoral roll, It will be noted that 
even taking the evidence of this witness as it is, there is 
no allegation against either respondent No. 1 or his men and 
supporters. AH that the petitioner has deposed is that he 
learned about the capture of some polling stations including 
those at villages Dcokull, Hakam and Chamanpura. This 
evidence, even if taken as its face value, docs not connect 
respondent no. 1 with the capture of booths. Regard being 
bad to the evidence of the polling officer it must he stated 
that some irregularity was committed in respect of casting 
of some 100 votes but this cannot be attributed to the res- 
pondent. 

Booth Nos. 3 and 4 at Hakam in Baikunthpur segment 

94. Jn this case also there is no mention about it in the 
body of the election petition. Anncxure-1 to the election 
petition speaks about the chasing away of voters and forcible 
stamping of ballot papers. There is evidence of P.Ws. 25 
and 27 and Ext. 5(b) to throw light on the matter. P.W. 25 
is the election agent of the petitioner. He has deposed that 
prior to the polling date he bad received information that 
supporters of the respondent would create disturbance in 
village Hakam. Accordingly, be gave a written petition to 
the Sub-Tnspector of police, Baikunthpur police station. He 
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has proved a copy of the petition (Ext. 5/b). It is dated 
2-3-1971. It says that comrades informed the witness that 
there was serious apprehension of breach of the peace at 
these booths and accordingly a request was made to make 
arrangements for smooth polling there. At this the Officer 
Tncharge (vide Ext. 5/c) asked him to request his friends 
to keep cool and that steps had been taken for smooth 

E oiling and that his assistance will always be appreciated. I 
avc already referred to the evidence of the petitioner 
(P.W. 27) where he says that he learnt about the capture of 
polling booths including llakam, sealing of ballot papers 
and putting them inside the ballot box. Manifestly no re- 
liance can be placed upon his evidence as it was not based 
on his personal knowledge. Moreover there is nothing to 
show that even if the booth had been captured it was done 
at the instance of the respondent or by his connivance or by 
his supporters. The respondent (R.W. 74) has denied that his 
workers with his consent created disturbance or that bogus 
voting took place at these booths. On the above evidence 
the petitioner’s case on the point cannot be upheld. 

Booth Nos. 85-8(5 l’llklil Nawadah (Barahimpur). 

95. The allegation in respect of theso booths in Anncxure-1 
is that polling agents and voters were chased away and ballot 
papers were forcibly stamped in favour of the candidates 
who sent out these marauding bands. Neither in the election 
petition nor in Annexure-1 it has been mentioned as to who 
sent these marauding bands. Therefore, manifestly evidence 
led on behalf of the petitioner that met of the respondent 
committed these illegalities cannot be relied upon. It has 
been held in Siddik Mohamed Shah Vs. Mt. Satan and others 
(A.l.R. 1930 Privy Council 57) that — 

“where a claim has been never made in the defence 
presented, no amount of evidence can be looked 
into upon a plea which was never put forward.” 

The Supreme Court also in the case of Moran Mar Basselios 
Catholicos Vs. Thukalan Paulo Avira and others (A.T.R. 1959 
Supreme Court 31) has held. that- — 

“on the pleadings as they stood and on the issues as 
they had been framed, it was now impossible to 
permit the plaintiff — respondent to go outside the 
pleadings and set up a new case that the supremacy 
of the Patriarch had been taken away by the mere 
fact of the adoption of new constitution or by any 
particular clause thereof other than those relating 
to matters specifically referred to in Ihe pleadings. 
The issues could not be permitted to be streched 
(o cover matters which were not, on a reasonable 
construction, within the pleadings on which they 
were founded.” 

Let us examined the kind of evidence that has been adduced. 
This consists of the testimony of P.Ws 31, 32, _ 33 and 36. 
P.W. 31 had worked for the petitioner at Barahimpur booth. 
The two booths there were located in the building of a 
Middle school. The voters were mostly Hurijans and Muslims 
and people of backward class. P.W. 31 has deposed that at 
about 8 A.M. some 100 person came with lathis and bhalas 
and drove away the voters. This witness along with others 
fled away. Those 100 persons belonged to the gang of 
Professor Phulcna Singh and they did all this to help the 
respondent. 

96. P.W. 32 claims to have worked for the petitioner at 
the booth. He has stated that at about 8 A.M. some 100 
persons, who were of the party of the respondent came and 
they began to threaten and assault. They all fled away and 
so did the voters. 

97. P.W. 33 also claims to have worked for the petitioner 
on that booth. His evidence is similar to the other two. 
He has further deposed that he had identified Bhola Babu, 
Principal, Professor Phulcna Singh. Rabindra Prasad Singh, 
Advocate. Mukhiya and Raiballabh Sbarmn, who were suppor- 
ters of the respondent. This witness belongs to C.P.I. He 
gave out the names of Professor Pbulena Singh and Principal 
Bhola Singh to the petitioner. P.W. 36 was issuing Purjls to 
the voters outside the booth. His evidence is also of the 
same kind and he has deposed that voters who were Hari- 
jans and Muslims fled away. He claims to have identified 
Principal Bhola Singh, Professor Phulena Singh and others. 
He has admitted that he is a member of the Communist 


Party of India. It will be noticed that although certain 
persons are claimed to have been identified as supporters of 
the respondent, their names do not occur in Annexure-1 nor 
Annexure-1 states that it was at the instance of the respon- 
dent that voters had been chased away. Then again, no 
voter of this area has been examined in support of this con- 
tention. 


98. As against this there is the evidence of Nandu Thakur 
(R.W. 43) who had acted as the Presiding Officer at booth 
No. 86. He has denied that the booth had been captured 
and that polling agents or voters had been driven away. 
He has also proved his diary (Ext, J/3) in support of his 
contention. Presiding Officer of the other booth, namely, 
booth No. 85 has not been examined but the Presiding 
Officer’s diary (Ext. J/15) has been produced which does not 
indicate that there was any disturbance at the booth. 

99. R.W. 28 is the Mukhiya and he says that as desired by 
the B.D.O. he used to see that no disturbance took place. 
He has denied that any incident took place. R.W. 47 Nathuni 
was a voter. He is Harijan by caste. He has stated that 
no body obstructed him in casting his vote and that no 
assault took place in his presence. Similar is the evidence of 
Munir Mian (R.W. 48) who was also a voter and who cast 
his vote. A question, however, was put to him whether it 
is a fact that the vote which he cast was 7 or 8 month prior 
to the 28th of November, 1972 when he was deposing. The 
reply was in the affirmative. There is, however, nothing to 
show that any polling had taken place 7 or 8 months prior 
to the 28th of November, 1972. He is not literate and he 
has already deposed that he could not say the month or 
the day of poll nor how many months ago he had cast his 
vote. Therefore, the kind of reply that has been elected from 
him is not calculated to destroy bis testimony. 

100. Learned counsel for the respondent has given a 
general comment against the evidence adduced on behalf of 
the petitioner saying that the witnesses examined on the point 
all belong to the communist party of Tndia, that there 
is no contemporaneous document to corroborate them, names 
of voters have not been disclosed and none examined and 
that the evidence adduced to show that the persons named 
there were workers of respondent cannot be looked into. 
Regard being had to the evidence discussed above, the peti- 
tioner’s case on the point cannot be upheld. 


101. The petitioner relied upon only one instance to prove 
corrupt practice on the part of the respondent but my find- 
ing has been against the petitioner. The petitioner relied 
upon other facts set out in the election petition and different 
annexures to prove the kind of atmosphere that prevailed 
during the days of poll. I have dealt with each one of them, 
Nothing has been pointed out to me to show how they 
prove that the workers or supporters or agents of respon- 
dent No. 1 with his consent or connivance committed any 
illegal and corrupt practice nor do I finding any. In the 
circumstances all these three issues are decided in the nega- 
tive. 


Issue No. 2. 

102. In paragraphs 22 to 24 reference has been made to 
the counting done in respect of 39 Masrakh Assembly Cons- 
tituency. It has been alleged therein that after completion 
of the polling-station-wise counting, the Assistant Returning 
Officer announced the total votes polled to be 54,013. Dur- 
ing the course of totalling of votes candidate-wise, however, 
this figure of total votes polled was reduced to 52,023. De- 
tails connected with this allegation have been dealt with in 
my order dated the 16th May, 1972, by which I allowed the 
petitioner’s prayer for inspection of ballot papers in respect 
of the Masrakh Assembly Constituency. As a result of the 
pection done, the petitioner prayed for amendment of the 
election petition. This was allowed by order no. 97 dated 
the 1st November, 1972, and paragraph 26A and Annexure-6 
have been incorporated in the election petition. Details set 
out in Annexure-6 were gathered as a result of the inspec- 
tion of ballot papers. Therefore, it will not serve any useful 
purpose in dealing with paragraphs 22 to 24 of the election 
petition afresh rather I shall be dealing with different ille- 
galities etc., of which mention has been made in Annexurc-h. 
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103. Learned counsel for the petitions has not cited any 
instance to show that the votes polled in favour of the peti- 
tioner have been counted in favour of respondent no. 1. He 
has however, strongly argued that there has been a large 
number of improper reception of votes at the time of count- 
ing in favour of the respondent and this is likely to affect 
materially the result of the election. Details thereof have 
been given in Anncxure-6 to the election petition. I shall 
now take them up one by one. 

ANNEXURE-6. 

Paragraph 1A — Spurious ballot papers not authorised 
for use in the constituency as shown by the 
Disintegration Register. 

Exts. 22 to 22/396 and Ext. 20/22. 

104. The petitioner’s case is that 397 ballot papers which 
had been polled in favour of the respondent at polling station 
68 should be held invalid. The reason advanced is that 440 
additional ballot papers which include these 397 ballot papers 
(Exts. 22 to 22/396 and 20/22) were not authorised for use 
at this polling station. I have already dealt with this aspect 
of the matter in paragraph 41 and have shown how the 
different criticisms advanced on behalf of the petitioner have 
no substance. 

105. Before I take up other paragraphs of Annexure-6, I 
may mention that for the petitioner it was argued that there 
were 88 ballot papers (Exts. 21/20 to 21/107) (only 72 
mentioned in paragraph IB), which did not bear the dis- 
tinguishing mark, 153 ballot papers (Exts. 20 to 20/131 and 
Exts. 21 to 21/20) (only 132 shown in paragraph 1C), which 
did not bear the signature of the Presiding Officer on their 
back and 2468 ballot papers (Exts. 23 to 23/2467) (the 
number shown is 2424 in paragraph ID), which were not 
signed by the Presiding Officers in accordance with law. The 
petitioner’s case is that in the aforesaid cases there was 
violation of Rule 38(1), Rule 38(1) reads as follows: 

106. Every ballot paper shall before issue to an elector 
be — 

(a) stamped with such distinguishing mark as the Election 

commission may direct ; and 

(b) signed in full on its back by the presiding officer ; 

107. In this connection, it would be relevant to refer to 
Rule 56(2). This sub-rule runs as follows : 

The returning officer shall reject a ballot paper - — 

(a) 

(b) if, to indicate the vote, it bears no mark at all or 

bears a mark made otherwise than with the instru- 
ment supplied for the purpose, or 

(c) if votes are given on it in favour of more than one 

candidate, or 

(d) if the mark indicating vote thereon is placed is such 

manner as to make it doubtful to which candidate 
the vote has been given, or 

(e) if it is a spurious ballot paper, or 

(f ) - ■ ■ or 

(g) if it bears a serial number, or is of a design 
different from the serial numbers, or, as the case 
may be, design, of the ballot papers authorised for 
use at the particular polling station, or 

(h) if it does not bear both mark and the signature 
which it should have borne under the provisions 
of sub-rule (1) of Rule 38 : 

108. Provided that where the returning officer is satisfied 
that any such defect as is mentioned in clause (g) or clause 
(h) has been caused by any mistake or failure on the part 
of a presiding officer or polling officer, the ballot paper 
shall not be rejected merely on the ground of such defect : 


109. Provided further that a ballot paper shall not be re- 
jected merely on the ground that the mark indicating the 
vote is indistinct or made more than once, if the intention 
that the vote shall be for a particular candidate clearly ap- 
pears from the way the paper is marked. 

110. After having referred to the relevant Rules on the 
point I proceed to deal with paragraphs 1 B, 1C and ID of 
Annexure-6. 

Paragraph IB. Ballot papers which did not hear the stumps 
of the distinguishing mark as required by Rule 38(1) 
of the Conduct of Election Rules. 

Exts. 21/20 to 21/107. 

111. Exts. 21/20 contains both signature and the distin- 
guishing mark. Therefore, this exhibit has to be left out 
from consideration. So far as the remaining exhibits are 
concerned, they contain the signature of the Presiding Officer 
but do not contain the distinguishing mark. 

112. Ramautar Shrivaslav (R. W. 41) has worked as a 
Presiding Officer at booth no. 93 in Gorahuna He has stated 
that Exts. 21/25 to 21/31 and 21/33 to 21/46 contain his 
signautre and that due to rush of voters he might have omit- 
ted to put the distinguishing mark. Raghunath Govind Bar- 
wekar (R. W. 45) had acted as Presiding Officer at booth 
No. 119 in vilage Khabasi within Masrakh segment. He has 
deposed that he had issued Exts 21/55 to 21/72 and they 
contain his signautre. He has further deposed that they do 
not contain distinguishing marks as it seems that they could 
not be put due to rush of voters at the last hour. Kulpati 
Sharma (R W. 24) acted as the Assistant Returning Officer 
for the Masrakh segment. He has deposed that there were cer- 
tain ballot papers which did not contain distinguishing mark 
and such ballot papers had been polled in favour of all the 
candidates. On merits he took a decision in respect of such 
ballot paper. He has referred to Exts. 21 to 21/72 and has de- 
posed that of them 52 do not contain distinguishing mark in 
respect of the polling station and such ballot papers had been 
polled in favour of ail the candidates. He considered them as 
genuine after comparing them with the serial numbers men- 
tioned in the ballot paper account. lie has also deposed that 
simply because the ballot papers did not contain distinguishing 
mark, they were not rejected. He got himself satisfied with 
respect to them and then he declared them valid and they were 
counted in favour of the candidate in whose favour they were 
marked, Several ballot papers were noticed which did not 
bear the distinguishing mark of the polling station. As such 
R W. 24 stated that he gave instructions to his supervisors 
that they should be counted as valid votes cast if the serial 
numbers occurring on them tallied with those on Form 16 
(Ballot paper Account). If in respect of some of them they 
felt any doubt, those were to be grouped as doubtful ballot 
papers and placed before him for his decision and that the 
above decision related to votes cast in favour of all the can- 
didates, Such being the evidence of the Assistant Returning 
Officer, I do not see how it was not a case of his subjective 
satisfaction. A particular kind of defect was brought to his 
notice, he applied his mind to it and came to be conclusion 
that ballot papers having these defecls should not be rejected 
provided serial numbers occurring on them were found in the 
ballot paper account. To this effect he gave a general ins- 
truction. Such a general instruction manifestly, cannot equated 
with delegation of powers, ns was contended on behalf of the 
petitioner. Therefore, in my opinion, proviso to Rule 56 gets 
satisfied. For the petitioner no attempt was made to show 
that the serial numbers of these ballot papers did not occur 
in Form 16. 

113. Exts. 2/3 to 2/7 are ballot papers accounts of some of 
these ballot papers and the serial numbers of ballot papers 
mentioned therein are in accord with some of the aforesaid 
exhibits and they corroborate the evidence of R. W. 24. Re- 
gard being had to the kind of evidence that is on the record 
I think the Assistant Returning Officer satisfied himself that 
the omission to put the distinguishing mark was as a result 
of mistake or failure on live part of the Presiding Officer and 
as such he was, under the proviso to Rule 56 justified in 
not rejecting such ballot papers. 

Parra graph 1C. — Ballot papers which did not bear the 
signature of the PresfdlnE Officers on their back as 
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required by Rule 38(1) of the Conduct of Election 
rules. 

Exts. 20 to 20/131 and Exts. 21 to 21/20 

114. These ballot papers do not contain the signature of 
the Presiding Officers but contain the distinguishing mark. In 
fact Lists, 20/18 to 20/20 contain the signature of the Pre- 
siding Officer Rnghosaran Singh. Therefore, these three have 
to be excluded. So far as Ihe remaining exhibits of Ext. 20 
series are concerned, they relate to polling stations No. 1 1 
(Dumarsan), 12(Siuri), 17(Satjora), 57(Padmour), 
68(Durgaul), 69(Durgnul), 88(Sonauli), 95(Semri) 118 & 
119(Beru)i All of them are of the Masrakh Assembly Cons- 
tituency. 

115. Exts. 21 to 21/20; they do not contain the signature 
of the Presiding Officer. They relate to polling station Nos. 3 
Hnrpujan Karnkodaria, 54 Chainpura & 11 Dumarsan. 

116 R. W. 38 Rughunandan Prasad had Issued Exts. 20 
to 20/15 & 21/2 lo 21/20. He has explained absence of 
his signature on these ballot papers by saying that there 
might have been great rush and by mistake or forgetfulness 
he did not put down his signature thereupon. That these 
Oallot papers had been issued to voters get support from 
the ballot paper account (Ext. 1/1). Ragho Sharan Sharma 
(R. W. 71) has deposed that ho had issued the ballot paper 
Ext. 21/1 to a voter and that by mistake his signature 
upon its back had been left. Chandra Shekar Prasad Pandcy 
(R. W. 55) has explained that due to rush of voters he 
omitted to put down his signature on Ext. 20/21. This ballot 
paper might have got struck with another but he was sure 
that he had issued this ballot paper to some voter, Shri 
Mahendnt Das (R. W. 63) has similarly explained omission 
of his signature on Ext. 20/22. Rajeshwar Prasad (R. W. 70) 
has stated that he had issued these ballot papers Exts. 20/26 
to 20/69. He has further stated that by mistake ballot papers 
which were not signed were given to voters whereas ballot 
papers which had been signed, were kept back. The corres- 
ponding ballot paper account is Ext, 1/16, Nagendra Kumar 
(R. W. 46) says that he had issued ballot papers Exts, 
20/70 to 20/129 and due to rush of voters at his booth 
these were issued to voters under the impression that they 
contained his signature. He admits that this was a violation 
of Government order but he says that the hard fact is that 
these ballot papers had been issued to voters. Raghunath 
Govind (R. W. 45) had issued ballot papers Exts, 20/130 
and 20/131. They do not contain his signature and he says 
(hat it is because of mistake. The corresponding ballot paper 
account is Ext, 1/7. 

117. Assistant Returning Officer Shri Kulpati Sharma 
(R. W. 24), whose evidence has been referred to above 
also, has given a general evidence saying that there wern 
certain ballot papers which did not contain the signature of 
the Presiding Officers on the ballot papers and such ballot 
papers bad been polled in favour of all the candidates. He 
took a decision on merits in respect of such ballot papers. 
He had given instructions to his Supervisors that even if the 
ballot papers did not bear the signature of initial of the 
Presiding Officers, they should be counted as valid votes if 
the serial numbers occuring on them tallied with those on 
the ballot paper account. Form 16. Tf in respect of some of 
them they felt doubt these should be grouped as doubtful 
ballot papers and placed before him for his decision, It 
will be noticed that evidence of this witness finds corrobo- 
ration from different ballot papers accounts, namely, Exts, 
T/15, 1/1, T/12, T/ 17 1/11, 10/N, 1/16, T/18 and 1/7. 
No attempt was made on behalf of the petitioner to show 
that serial numbers of these ballot papers do not occur in 
the ballot paper accounts Ext. I series, For the reasons given 
above I think the Assistant Returning Officer was justified 
in not rejecting such ballot papers. 

Paragraph ID— Ballot papers not signed in accordance 
with law, Exts. 23 to 23 /2467. 

118. Exts. 23 to 23/405 are signed as R. B. Singh. Exts. 
23 /406 to 23 /465 aro signed ns Rambriksh Singh. Exts. 
23/466 to 23/587 arc signed as R. B. Singh. R. B. Singh 
Is R. W 66, They all relate to polling station No. 39/3 
Harpurjan Kodari. Exts, 23/588 to 23/787, all relate to 
polling station No. 39/13 Shcori and are signed as S. R. 
Agarwala (R. W. 39), Exts. 23 / 7 8 8 to 23/1741 relating to 
polling station No, 39/57 Padmaur, havo been signed as 


Chandra Shekar (R, W. 55) in Hindi. Exts. 23/1742 to 
23/1828 have been signed as A. K. (Awadhesh Kumar 
R. W. 50). Exts. 23/1829 to 23/2467, relating to polling 
station No. 39/118, Khabasi, and are signed in Hindi 
Nareah Kumar, (R. W. 46). 

119. Evidence of Rambriksh Singh (R. W. 66) is that 
he had acted as a patrolling Magistrate during the course 
of poll but on the date of repoll at booth no. 3 at Karnko- 
daria he had acted as a Presiding Officer. His substantive 
post is that of District Satirical Officer. He has deposed that 
he had put his full signature on majority of ballot papers 
but as there was rush of voters he put his signature and not 
full name. He knows that according to the instructions 
Issued he was required to put his full name on ballot papers 
and that prior to the commencement of poll, sufficient num- 
ber of ballot papers after having been signed, should be 
kept ready. It has been urged for the respondent that ut- 
most this may be a case of failure on the part of this officer 
to conform to the rules. I agree with this contention since 
the dictionary meaning of the word ‘failure’ is “omission”. 
Shrinath Prasad Agarawala (R. W. 39) was posted as Head 
Clerk in the office of the Executive Engineer, Minor irriga- 
tion at Chapra. He had acted as the Presiding Officer at 
Booth No. 13 in Sheori. He has deposed that he had issued 
ballot papers bearing serial Nos. 513711 to 313027. He has 
deposed that he puts his full signature by writing S. P 
Agarwala and this is what Exts. 23/588 to 23/787 bear. 
Chandra Shekhar Prasad Pandey (R. W. 55) was posted 
as Co-operative Extension Supervisor. He had acted as the 
Presiding Officer at Booth No. 57 in vilage Padmaur. He 
deposed that he had issued Exts. 23/788 to 23/1741. Since 
his name is rather lengthy he says he put its short form 
upon these ballot papers. He has also stHtcd that there was 
great rush of voters at his booth. He has admitted that at 
the rehearsal he was told to put down his signature and that 
he did not follow it. In the Hand Book that was given to him 
he was told to put down his signature. Awadesh Kumar 
(R. W. 50) was posted as Assistant Superintendent of 
Commercial Taxes. He had acted as Presiding Officer at 
booth no. 64 at Jajauli on the 7th March that is, on the 
date of repoll. He has deposed that he had Issued ballot 
papers (Exts. 23/1742 to 23/1828) and that his signature 
occurs upon them. He did not know that under the rules 
he was to put down his full name on the back of the 
ballot papers. He knows the difference between the signa- 
ture and initial and he says that he put down his initials on 
the ballot papers (Exts. 23/1742 to 23/1828). The point 
for consideration is whether the ballot papers have to be 
Invalidated simply because instead of putting full signature, 
Initial is put. In this conection, it is important to notice that 
R. W. 50 is clear that he had issued these ballot papers. He 
is also clear that it contains his initials. In the ballot paper 
account (Ext. I /9) the serial number of ballot papers issued 
are mentioned and it is not disputed that they relate to Exts. 
23/1742 to 23/1828. Nagendra Kumar (R. W, 46) Is a 
Welfare Inspector. He had acted as Presiding Officer at 
booth no. 118 in village khabab within Masrakh Assembly 
Constituency. He has deposed that he had issued Exts, 23/ 
1829 to 23/2467 to voters. He has further deposed that 
these ballot papers bear his signature. He has denied that 
the signature occuring upon them have been made by 
different persons and that they are not his. According to 
him there was no such Instruction that before commence- 
ment of poll he was to keep sufficient number of ballot 
papers in readiness after putting down his signature on 
them. He is of course not quite correct in this regard. Rule 
8(b) at page 6 of the Instructions to Presiding Officers en- 
joined upon the Presiding Officers to sign their name in full 
on the back of each pf ballot paper which was issued to 
the voter. The instruction further says that they might sign 
about 2 bundles of 50 ballot papers each immediately be- 
fore the commencement of the poll and that signing of ballot 
papers should begin not more than 15 minutes before com- 
mencement of the poll. He has deposed that he did not show 
any leanings in favour of any of the candidates. In my 
opinion failure on the part of these Presiding Officers to 
conform to the Rules may also be due to mistake because 
mistake means lo think wrongly. 

120. R. W. 24 Kuloati Sharma was the Assistant Return- 
ing Officer for the Masrakh Assembly segment to which all 
the ballot papers relate. He has deposed that some of the 
ballot papers out of Ext. 23 series bear the full name of 
the Presiding Officers whereas others do not, for example 
R. B. Sing, He considered all of them genuine and valid 
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ballot papers. He has further deposed that not more than 
22 doubttul ballot papers were received from all the count- 
ing tables. He examined them individually before accept- 
ing their genuineness, He has also deposed that ballot papers 
not containing the signature of the Presiding Officer in full 
were not sent to him in the bundles of doubtful ballot papers. 
On cross-examination it v,as taken out from him that he 
could not say the name of the Presiding Officers who had 
initialled the ballot papers relating to the polling station 
no. 64 or of polling station no, 57. I do not think that this 
Is of any consequence, i have already referred to his evi- 
dence where he has said that several ballot papers. not 
bearing the signature or initial of the Presiding Officer or 
distinguishing mark of the polling station, were noticed. As 
such he gave a general instruction to his supervisors that all 
these should be counted as valid votes cast if the serial 
numbers occurring on them tallied with those on Form 16 
and that if still in respect of some of them they entertained 
any doubt, this should be grouped ns doubtful ballot papers 
and placed before him for his decision. He has further de- 
posed that the above instruction related to votes cast in 
favour of all the candidates. I do not think such an instruc- 
tion on the part of the Assistant Returning Officer can be 
successfully attached. Instead of taking decision on each such 
defective ballot paper, he gave a general instruction, which 
according to him, proved that they were genuine ballot papers 
and this general decision of his was conveyed to all the 
Supervisors. If, in the circumstances, only 22 doubtful ballot 
papers were sent to him for their individual examination, the 
procedure adopted is not open to any valid criticism. 

121. The point for consideration is whether ballot papers 
which do not contain the name in full of the Presiding Offi- 
cer should be accepted or rejected. What Rule 38(f) en- 
joins is that eveiy ballot paper must be “signed in full” by 
the Presiding Officer. To my mind, there is difference bet- 
ween “signed in full" and full name. Had the Rule laid 
down that the ballot papers should contain the name in full, 
then ballot papers which, for example, contained “R. B. 
Singh” could be said to have not fullfiled the requirements. 
But “signed in full’' means something other than full name. 
There is difference between “signed in full’ and “name in full” 
and an initial. All the ballot papers discussed above may 
not be containing the name in full of the Presiding Officer 
but most of them, as for example, those which have been 
signed as R. B. Singh, S. P. Agarwal and N. Kumar (in 
Hindi) must be held to have been “signed in full” by the 
Presiding Officers. Those which have been signed as Chandra 
Shekhar and A. K. in my opinion, should not be held as sign- 
ed in full. Those which bear A. K. should be held as contain- 
ing the initiad of the Presiding Officer. 

122. Next it is to be seen whether those ballot papers 
which have been held above as not having been signed in 
full should be rejected. In this connection, reference may 
be made to proviso to Rule 56(2) which says that if the 
Returning Officer is satisfied that any such defect as is men- 
tioned in clause (h) has been caused by any mistake or 
failure on the part of the Presiding Officer, the ballot paper 
shall not be rejected merely on the ground of such defect. 
The Presiding Officers have deposed that omission to put 
down their name in full or signature in full or mistake on 
their part to sign the ballot papers in full was due to rush 
of voters. Therefore, utmost it was a case of mistake or 
failure on the part of the Presiding Officers. Evidence of 
the Assistant Returning Officer (R. W. 24) gives an impre- 
ssion that he felt himself satisfied that omission on .the part 
of the Presiding Officers to put down their full signature was 
utmost a case of mistake or failure on their part and if, in 
the cirmumstances, he did not reject those ballot papers, his 
decision docs not call for any comment. 

123. It would be relevant at this stage to refer to instruc- 
tion no. 8(b) at page 6 of the Hand Book — Instruction to 
Presiding Officer which says that — - 

“you should sign your name in full on the back of 
each ballot paper”. 


on the ground that they violate instruction No. 8(b), refer- 
red to above. The first is that it docs not exactly reproduce 
what the statutory Rule on the point is. The second is that 
what has been stated in this instruction is just a loose way 
of saying what the statutory Rule on the point suys. 

IE. — Ballot papers which were not Issued to the voter* 
at all us shown by the marked copies of the Electo- 
ral ttol. 

124. This paragraph shows that 540 ballot papers were 
not issued to the voters at all since they have not been 
shown as such in the marked copies of the electoral roll. 
At the time of argument, the petitioner confind his case in res- 
ect of 259 ballot papers only, serial numbers of which have 
een given in column 4 of the chart at flag ‘A’, which forms 

part of the record. According to the petitioner, marked 
copies of the electoral roll do not contain these serial 
numbers but the respondent contends that these serial num- 
bers do stand recorded and the chart which they have given 
at flag ‘X’ and which also forms part of the record, neces- 
sary details have been given ( vide order no 141 
dated 22-1-1973). Thus I propose to examine below the dis- 
puted 259 ballot papers referred to above, This is beinp 
done on the basis of the charts at flags ‘A’ and ‘X\ 

125. Polling station No. 4. — Contention of the petitioner 
in respect of ballot paper No. 507057 only is correct. 

126. Polling station No. 9. — Contention of the petitioner 
in respect of none of the ballot papers is correct. 

127. Polling station No. 12. — Petitioner’s contention Is 
correct only In respect of ballot paper No. 513284. 

128. Polling station Nos. 13 and 21. — Petitioner’s con- 

tention not correct in respect of any of the bellot papers. 

129. Polling station No. 36. — Petitioner’s contention Is 
correct only in respect of ballot paper No. 533621. 

130. Polling station No. 54. — Ink has fallen against ballot 
paper Nos. 548853 and 548662. Digit 3 has been written 
in a particular manner in the marked copy of the electoral 
roll in respect of ballot paper Nos. 549013, 548813 and 
548893. Marked copy of the electoral roll according to the 
Respondent is tom in respect of ballot paper Nos. 548625, 
548621, 548664 and 548730. The petitioner’s contention 
is correct in respect of ballot paper No. 548799. 

131. Polling station No. 57.— Petitioner’s contention is 
correct in respect of two ballot paper Nos. 551479 and 
552130. Marked copy of the electoral roll is tom In respect 
of ballot paper Nos. 551516 and 55151J. 

132. Polling station No. 59. — Petitioner’s contention is 

not correct in respect of any of the ballot papers. 

133, Polling station No. 68.— The ballot papers have been 
correctly marked in the marked copy of the electoral roll. 

134. Polling station No. 81 — Petitioner's contention is 

correct only in respect of one ballot paper, namely, 573001. 

135. Polling station No. 82.— Petitioner’s contention is 

correct in respect of one ballot paper bearing No. 573523, 

136, Polling station No. 83. — Petitioner’s contention is 

not correct in respect of any of the ballot papers. 

137, Polling station No. 85. — Petitioner’s contention is 
correct in respect of four ballot papers Nos. 576194, 575820, 
576090 and 576009. 


138, Polling station No, 86.— Petitioner’s contention is 
correct in respect of two ballot paper Nos. 577272 and 
1577017. 


It will be noticed that in this Instruction the Presiding 
Officers have been asked to sign their name in full which 
is different from the .Statutory Rule 38(1) which lays down 
that ballot papers should be "signed in full". There ore two 
reasons why I do not propose to reject these ballot papers 
94 G of 1/73—3 


139. Polling station No. 93.— Petitioner’s contention is 

correct in respect of one ballot paper No. 582713. 

140. Polling station No. 95. — Petitioner’s contention Is 

correct in respect of one ballot paper No. 584685, 
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141. Polling station No. 108,— Petitioner’s contention is 
correct in respect of two ballot paper Nos. 594704 and 
594815. 

142. Polling Station No. 97. — There is no mistake. 

143. Polling station No. 109. — Petitioner’s contention Is 
correct in respect of one ballot paper No. 595976. 

144. Polling station No. 116,— Petitioner's contention is 
pot correct in respect of any of the ballot papers. 

145. Polling station No. 118.— Petitioner’s contention is 
correct in respect of six ballot papers Nos. 603783, 603636, 
603205, 603380, 603540 and 603660. The marked copy of 
electoral roll is torn in respect of some of the ballot papers. 
No marking is available in respect of ballot paper No. 603620. 
Serial numbers in respect of ballot papers bearing Nos. 
603792, 603749 and 603454 are illegible. 

146. Polling station No. 119 — Petitioner’s connection is 
correct in respect of one ballot paper No. 604173. 

147. Polling station No. 120. — Petitioner’s contention is 
not correct in respect of any of the ballot papers. 

148. Thus, petitioner’s contention in respect of 26 ballot 
papers is correct. In this connection, reference may be 
made to Rule 38(2) which says that at the time of issuing 
a ballot paper to an elector, the polling officer shall record 
the serial number thereof against the entry relating to the 
elector in the marked copy of the electoral roll. It is, how- 
ever, difficult for me to accept the petitioner’s contention in 
respect of other whose marked copy of the electoral roll 
is torn etc. The presumption will be that the official work 
has been done in a regular manner. 

149. The point, however, is whether these 26 votes polled 
in favour of the respondent is to be deducted. My finding 
in this regard is in the negative. The reason is that under 
Rule 56(6) every ballot paper which is not rejected under 
this Rule has to be counted as one valid vote. And Rule 56 
does not say that a ballot paper has to be rejected if the 
serial number thereof has been not recorded in the marked 
copy of the electoral roll. 

Paragraph IF.— Ballot papers shown to have been Issued 
to more than one voter In the marked copies of 
electoral roll. 

150. According to the petitioner, 458 ballot papers were 
issued to more than one voter as will appear in the marked 
copies of electoral roll. At the time of argument, however, 
the petitioner confined his case in respect of 198 ballot 
papers only. Details of those 198 ballot papers 
have been given in column No. 4 of the chart at 
flag ‘B’. They have given another chart which is at flag 
‘B-l’, which indicates details of two or more serial numbers 
of voters in the marked copy of the electroal roll. The con- 
testing respondent seriously disputes this and they have appen- 
ded a chart at flag-‘Y’ to show that this is not so. In this 
connection, reference may be made to order No. 141 dated 
22-1-1973. 

151. Polling station No. 4.— The chart given by the res- 
pondent is correct. 

152. Polling station No. 9.— Entry regarding serial No. 
1044 corresponding to the ballot paper whose last three 
digits are 535 is torn. Petitioner’s contention in respect of 
three ballot papers, whose last three digits are, 712, 512, 
550 is correct. 

153. Polling station No. 12. — According to the Petitioner 
ballot papers whose last three digits are 150 has been 
marked against serial nos. 1196 and 1240. On looking 
into serial no. 1196, the last three digits of ballot papers 
can be read as 156 ( vide Ext. 13 fb). Petitioner's conten- 
tion in respect of ballot peper whose last three digits are 
289 is correct. 

154. Polling station No. 13. — Petitioner's contention in 
respect of ballot paper whose last three digits are 887 is 
correct. 


155. Polling station No. 21. Petitioner’s contention in 
respect of none of the ballot papers is correct. 

156. Polling station No. 36. — Petitioner’s contention in 

respect of this polling station is not correct. 

157. Polling station No. 54, — petitioner’s contention in 
respect of two ballot papers whoso last three digits are 626 
Rnd 107 is correct. 

158. Polling station No. 57.- — Petitioner’s contention in 
respect of the ballot papers whose last three digits are 439 
is correct, 

159. Polling station No, 59. — Petitioner’s contention is 

not correct in respect of any of the ballot pepers. 

160. Polling station No. 68, — Petitioner’s contention in res- 
pect of the ballot paper whose last three diflists are 257 is 

161. Polling station No. 81 .—Petitioner’s contention is 

not correct in respect of any of the ballot papers, 

162. Polling station No. 82.- — Petitioner’s contention in res- 
pect of the ballot paper whose last three digits are 257 is 

correct. 

163. Polling station No. 83. — Petitioner’s contention in res- 
pect of the ballot paper is not correct. 

164. Polling station No. 85. — Petitioner’s connection in 
respect of two ballot papers whose last three digits are 706 
and 444 is correct. 

165. Polling station No. 86.— Petitioner’s contention in 
respect of two ballot papers whose last three digits are 240 
and 343 is correct. 

166. Polling station No. 93 — Petitioner’s contention in 
respect of three ballot papers whose last three digits are 916, 
113, and 269 is correct. 

167. Polling station No. 95. — Petitioner’s contention in 
respect of the ballot papers is not correct. 

168. Polling station No. 97. — Petitioner’s contention in 
respect of the ballot papers whose last three digits are 182 
is correct, 

169. Polling station No. 108. — Petitioner's contention in 
respect of these ballot papeis is not correct, 

170. Polling station No. 116. — Petitioner’s contention in 
respect of two bnllot papers whose last three digits are 354 
und 926 is correct. 

171. Polling station No. 118. — Serial number of ballot 
paper against serial nos. 222 and 486 of the electoral roll 
is not legible. Serial numbers of ballot paper written against 
serial nos. 84, 44 41. 87 and 121 of the electoral roll cannot 
be deciphered as portions of the electoral roll is torn. Peti- 
tioner’s contention in respect of ballot papers whose last 
three digits are 729, 727, 675, 874, 867, 857, 389, 824, 823, 
372, 589, 451, 554, 740, 601, 629, and 643 is correct. 

172. Polling station No. 119, — -Petitioner’s contention in 
respect of ballot papers whose last three digits are 594 and 
574 is correct. 

173. Polling station No. 120. — Petitioner’s contention in 
respect of ballot papers whose last three digits arc 129 and 114 
is correct, 

174 Thus in all petitioner's contention in respect of 40 
ballot papers is correct but because of Rule 56(6) these can- 
not be rejected. 

Paragraph 1G. — Ballot papers which bear no mark at nil 
by the voter, 

Exts. 17 to 17/13 

175. Exts. 17, 17/1, 17/2, 17/3, 17/5, 17/6, 17/7, 17/8, 
17/9, 17/11, 17/12 and 17/13 contain nothing to show 
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marking by the official seal. Ext. 17/10 contains the figure 
indicating the Assembly Constituency and polling station 
number (39/78). Ext. 17/4 contains a mark, a portion of 
which is on the shaded portion and the remaining in the 
column of the respondent which clearly gives out the in- 
tention of the elector that he wanted to vote for the respon- 
dent. Therefore, all except Ext, 17/4 should be rejected. 

Paragraph 1H. Ballot papers which bear multiple marks by 
the voter. 

Exts. 18 to 18/10 

176. In order to decide the queslion reference may be 
made to Rule 56(2)(d) of the Conduct of Election Rules 
which lays down that the Returning Officer shall reject the 
ballot paper if the mark indicating the vote thereon is 
placed in such a manner as to make it doubtful to which 
candidate the vote has been given, 

177. Hand Book for Returning Officers at page 87 makes 
it clear by saying that a ballot paper may be rejected when 
the mark is in blank area, that is, to say at the back or 
entirely on the shaded area or when there are marks against 
two or more candidates, The aforesaid ballot papers hove 
been examined by me in the light of the above Rule and 
Instructions, Of these Ext. 18/1 contains marking in the 
column meant for both Mahamaya Prasad Sinha and the 
respondent no. 1 Exts, 18/2 and 18/4 contain marking by 
the official seal, part of which is in the shaded portion and 
the remaining part in the column of respondent no. 1, 
clearly showing the intention of the voter. Ext, 18/3 has 
the official seal mark in the column of respondent. Ext. 18 
contains a very small portion of mark in the column of 
respondent no. 1. Ext. 18/5 contains truncated marks in 
the column of respondent no. 1 Ext. 18/6 contains mark- 
ing in the columns of three candidates. Ext. 18/7 andl8/9 
contain markings in the column of respondent no. 1. Ext. 
18/8 is just u faint ink spot in the column of (he respondent 
no. 1. Ext. 18/10 contains two markings in the column 
of respondent no. 1. Exts. 18, 18/1, 18/5, 18/6 and 18/8 
must be rejected. 

1(1). Ballot papers bearing the mark by the voter placed 
In such a maimer as to make It doubtful as as to which 
candidate the vote has been given. 

Exts. 19 to 19/3 

178. In all of them the mark is on the shaded portion and 
the intention of the elector can not be gathered from them. 
Therefore, all have to be rejected under Rule 56. 

II. Spurious ballot papers which bear numbers stamped 
otherwise than authorised. 

Exts. 24 to 24/24 

179. The petitioner has examined Brijnandan Lai (P.W. 
39) who is a Manager in Yatin Press, Patna. He has de- 
posed that digits indicating serial numbers of ballot paper 
on Exts. 24 to 24/24 hayc not been printed but they have 
been stamped by hand machine. Petitioner’s contention is 
that these ballot papers are not genuine but they are spurious. 
The argument is that had they been genuine the serial 
numbers occurring on them must have been printed as is in 
all other b Hot papers used. On behalf of the respondent 
three witnesses have been examined namely, R.W. 57 the 
Presiding Officer of booth no. 67 in village Bishunpur where 
these ballot papers were used and the Deputy Collector 
(R.W. 56) Bhuneshwar Rai who had been authorised to re- 
ceive the ballot papers from Gaya lail Press, where they 
have been printed and R.W. 73, the Superintendent of Gaya 
Jail Press. 

180. R.W. 57 has said that he had received 740 ballot 
papers whose serial numbers ho has mentioned in the ballot 
paper account (Ext. 1/12) and that he had used these ballot 
papers Exts. 24 to 24/24. He has also deposed that they 
contain his signature. He has denied the suggestion that 
these are not genuine ballot papers and that he had given 
them to the men of respondent and they put these bdllot 
papers along with others into the ballot box. 

181. R.W. 56 has deposed that he had been authorised 
by the Collector of Saran to receive the ballot papists con- 
cerning parliamentary Constituencies spread over the district 
ol Saran and he has proved the authority letter (Ext. M/f). 


He along with Mr. S. N. Singh the representative of the 
Chief Electoral Officer, had gone to Gaya Jail Press to 
take delivery of the ballot papers. On an examination Mr. 
S. N. Singh found that some ballot papers were defective in 
the sense that ballot papers of another constituency were 
given to him; symbols of different candidates were not 
printed properly and some ballot papers were torn. Accord- 
ingly, these were returned and in their place other ballot 
pepers were given to him containing the serial numbers put 
upon them by means of a hand machine. He has also 
roved the acknowledgments (Exts, M/a to M/e) which he 
ad written in token of having received the ballot pepers, 
I may mention that Ext, M/d is the acknowledgment in 
respect of 7 Maharajganj Parliamentary Constituency, Ext. 
M/d also shows that ballot papers bearing serial nos. 1 to 
6,15,000 were taken delivery of by this witness I have 
checked the serial numbers occurring on Exts. 24 scries and 
I found them included within the aforesaid serial numbers. 

182. The Superintendent of Gaya Jail Press (R.W. 73) has 
deposed that the ballot papers were printed by means of 
Rotary machine but if the defective ballot papers are, say 
50 to 100 in number, they are printed not on Rotary 
Machine but on flat-bed machine and Platen machine and 
number thereupon is done by hand machine since Platen and 
flat-bed machine do not put impressions of digits as such 
this is done by means of hand machine. 

183. Regard being had to the aforesaid evidence there 
exists convincing explanation on behalf of the respondent to 
show why the serial numbers occurring on Exts. 24 to 24/24 
are not exactly like the serial numbers occurring on otber 
ballot papers and there is slight difference. I feel satisfied 
that these ballot papers arc not spurious and since the serial 
numbers were put upon them by hand machine there is 
slight difference between them and the serial numbers occur- 
ring on other ballot papers. 

Paragraph IK. Ballot papers bearing marks of the voters 
made In an Ink and Instrument otherwise than supplied 
for the purpose. 

Exits. 28 to 28/658 

184. I have looked into each of these exhibits and i 
find marks put upon them are of the following kinds. Ink 
is of the same shade supplied for the purpose. Of course, 
ink is faint upon some of them and upon others, it is bright. 
This is quite understandable. 

(a) Some portion of the marking by the official seal is 
not distinct; 

(b) portions are smudged; 

(c) a few are completely smudged; 

(d) in some cases there is double marking very near to 
each other; and 

(e) upon some the ink is rather faint- 

185. Rule 56 lays down the circumstances in which the 
ballot paper is to be rejected. It says inter alia that the 
Returning Officer shall reject the ballot paper 

(b) if, to indicate the vote, it bears no mark at all 
or bears a mark made otherwise than with the 
instrument supplied for the purpose or 

(d) If the mark indicating the vote thereon is placed 
in such a manner as to make it doubtful to which 
candidate the vote has been given. 


186. Provided further that a ballot paper shall not be 
rejected merely on the ground that the mark indicating the 
sole is indistinct or made more than once, if the intention 
that the vote shall be for a particular candidate clearly 
appears from the way the paper is marked. 

187. Presiding officers of the relevant booths are Md. 
Mustaquin (R.W, 59), Deosaran Singh, Ragho Sharan Sharma 
(R.W. 71), Bramhadeo Singh (R.W, 40), Ramdco Singh, 
Nandu Thakur (R.W. 43), Ramautar Shri vastava (R.W. 41), 
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Ramjanam Singh (R.W, 42) and Mukteshwar Prasad Singh 
(R.W. 52). 

188. Evidence of Md. Mustaquin (R.W. 59) is that he 
had issued ballot papers (Exts. 28 to 28/78) and the ink 
of the stamp used upon them are the same that had been 
supplied to him. He has proved the ballot paper account 

(Ext. 1/14). 

189. R.W. 71 Ragho Sharan Sharma has deposed that he 
has issued ballot papers (Exts. 28/165 to 28/293) to the 
voters and the same ink and stamp were used upon them 
as had been supplied to him. He has also proved the 
ballot paper account (Ext. 1/17). 

1 90. Nandu Thakur (R. W. 43) has deposed that he had 
issued ballot papers (Exts. 28/420 to 28/516) and that ink 
and stamp used on these ballot papers are the same that 
had been supplied to him. He has proved the ballot paper 
account (Ext. 1/5). 

191. Evidence of Ramautar Shrivastava (R.W. 41) is that 
he had issued ballot papers (Exts. 28/517 to 28/595), and 
that he had been given stx stamps for marking ballot papers. 
It has been taken out from him that they were given ink 
of Bagni colour to put on the stamping pad besides the 
stamping pad itself, He has proved the ballot paper account 
(Ext. 1/3). 

192. Ram Janam Singh (R.W. 42) has stated that he had 
issued ballot papers (Exts. 28/596 to 28/637) and that the 
ink and the stamp that had been supplied to him were used 
on these ballot papers. He has proved the ballot paper 
account (Ext. 1/4). 

193. Mukteshwar Prasad Singh (R.W. 52) has deposed 
that the ink and the stamp that had been used on the 
ballot papers were the same which had been supplied to 
him. He has proved the ballot paper account (Ext. 1/10). 

194. Reasons for portions of marking being Indistinct 
are obvious, They may be due to the use of the particular 
instrument, more or less ink on the stamping pad or 
ink having been spread on the stamping pad just before 
marking. 

195. It is not the contention of the petitioner that any of 
the ballot papers in Ext. 28 series is spurious or the serial 
numbers occurring thereupon are different. All that is sub- 
mitted is that it has been marked by instrument other than 
those supplied. On looking into the markings the elector's 
intention to vote is clear and as such the petitioner’s con- 
tention on the point cannot be sustained, There are, how- 
ever, certain ballot papers upon which marking is very much 
smudged. Though they appear to have been put by the 
same instrument but to be on the safe side I propose to 
give benefit of the following ballot papers to the petitioner. 
These exhibits are : 


197. These relate to those cases, of which marked copies 
of electoral roll have not been received from the District 
Election Office, Saran, 1 have already dealt in paragraph 39 
above that information has been received that the marked 
copies of the electoral roll in respect of booth nos. 3, 11 
and 64 of the Masrakh Assembly segment, to which these 
ballot papers relate, are not available. The point, however. 
Is whether absence of the marked copies of the electoral roll 
in respect of these ballot papers, is calculated to invalidate 
these ballot papers. My reply is in the negative. There 
are olher connected papers on the record and there is also 
the oral evidence of R.W. 38 (Raghunandan Prasad), R W 50 
(Awadhesh Kumar) and R.W. 66 (Ram Briksha Singh), from 
which it gets established that these ballot papers had been 
issued to the voters and that they had been cast in the 
ballot boxes. The ballot paper account of booth No 3 Is 
Ext. T/15, of booth No. 11 is Ext. 1/1 and of booth No. 64 
is ext. f/9. They contain the serial numbers of ballot papers 
that had been polled. On verification by me it appears that 
serial number of these ballot papers are included in the serial 
numbers of ballot papers mentioned in Exts. 1/1, 1/9 and 
1/15. No argument was advanced on behalf of cither parties 
on this aspect of the matter. 

198. Evidence of Raghunandan Prasad (R.W. 38) Is that 
he had acted as Ihc Presiding Officer of booth No. 11. He 
has given out the serial numbers of ballot papers that he 
had issued to voters on that date and has also proved his 
signature on Exts. 27 to 27/425 and Exts. 27/519. He has 
stoutly denied that he and others have made the marked 
copy of the electoral roll to disappear so that the irregu- 
lanhes committed are not discovered. Nothing substantial 
has been taken out from this witness to show the kind of 
irregularities that is said to have been committed by this 
witness or other Presiding Officers which led them to take 
the extraordinary step of getting the marked copies of the 
electoral roll disappear at a subsequent stage. 


^ ac J ncsl1 Kumar (RW. 50) had acted as the Presid- 
ing Officer of booth no. 64. He has deposed that he had issued 
ballot papers (Exts. 23/1742 to 23/1828) to voters and that 
his signature occurs upon them. 


Rambirksha Singh (R.W. 66) had worked as the Pre- 
siding Officer at booth no. 3. He has deposed that he had 
issued ballot papers Exts. 23 to 23/587 to voters and that his 
signature occurs upon them. He has further deposed that 
he must have submitted the marked copy of the electoral 
roll and other papers after the poll was over. He has 
denied that he along with others has conspired to make all 
th papers concerning Karankodaria booth disappear. 

201. Regard being had to the above evidence and other 
connected papers and despite absence of the marked copy of 
electoral roll, no finding in favour of the petitioner can 
be recorded In respect of the aforesaid ballot papers. 

Paragraph IN— -Ballot papers of the polling stations 
where the ballot box was found tampered with. 


Exts. 28, 28/1, 28/3, 28/20, 28/22, 28/35, 28/36, 28/50, 
28/73, 28/79, 28/88, 28/93, 28/96, 28/111, 28/113, 

28/124, 28/147, 28/156. 28/173, 28/187, 28/196, 28/203, 

28/208, 28/230, 28/252, 28/259, 28/260, 28/265, 28/292, 

28/296, 28/300, 28/301, 28/357, 28/425, 28/428, 28/442, 

28/453, 28/455, 28/456, 28/457, 28/461. 28/479, 28/488, 

28/563, 28/570 and 28/572. These 46 (fortysix) ballot papers 
should, therefore be, rejected and deducted from the votes 
polled by the respondent. 

1L — Ballot papers bearing marks of voters on the 
symbol of other respondents. 


Exts. 23 to 23/587 


202, Polling station no. 3 — paper seal account is Ext. 31 
and ballot paper account is Ext. 1/15 and ballot papers 
bearing Nos. 606841 to 607484 were issued. This question 
has already been considered in paragraphs 42 and 43 and 
I have already held that the box was not tampered with. 


Paragraph 2A — List of ballot papers which ought to 
have been counted for the petitioner. Ballot papers 
bearing marks of voters on the symbol of the peti- 
tioner but Illegally counted for other respondent*. 


196. Exts. 16 to 16/10. of them Ext. 16/2 correctly bears 
mark in the column of respondent. The rest namely, Exts. 
16, 16/1 and 16/3 to 16/10 bear marks in the column 
of Shri Mahamaya Prasad Slnha. Therefore, obviously, these 
ten ballot papers should be rejected. 

Paragraph IM— Ballot papers of polling stations which 
do not find support from the marked copies of the 
electoral roll and other connected papers used at 
(he polling stations. 

Exts. 27 to 27/718, 23 to 23/587 and 23/1742 to 23/ 
1 828. 


Exts. 15 to 15/8 

203. Learned counsel for the respondent has conceded that 
these nine ballot papers should be counted in favour of the 
petitioner. These were found on inspection in the packets 
of other respondents. (Vide order no. 134 dated 5-1-1973). 

Paragraph 2B — Ballot papers bearing marks of voters on 
the symbol of the petitioner rejected illegally. 

Exts. 14 to 14/9 

204. Respondent has conceded that Exts. 14, 14/5 and 
14/7 should have been counted in favour of the petitioner. 
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On examination it was found that Exts, 14/1, 14/2, 14/6, 
14/8 and 14/9 have the marks on blank area and Exts. 
14/3 and 14/4 have no marking, therefore, they have been 
rightly rejected, Three votes concerning Exts, 14, 14/5 and 
14/7 should be counted in favour of the petitioner. 

205. For the reasons given above 1 hold there was seventy- 
eight improper reception of votes in favour of respondent 
no. 1, There were three cases of rejection of votes that 
should have been counted in favour of the petitioner. It 
must be also held that nine votes polled in favour of the 
petitioner were counted in favour of other respondents. 

206. I have held above that twelve votes should have been 
counted in favour of the petitioner. The petitioner polled 
97,378 votes whereas respondent no. 1,98,386 votes. Even 
after adding twelve votes in favour of the petitioner and 
deducting seventy-eight votes from the number of votes 
polled by respondent no. 1, the result is not affected. There- 
fore, despite some improper reception in favour of respondent 
no. 1 and twelve votes not having been counted in favour 
of the petitioner, the result of the election is not materially 
affected. This issue is decided accordingly. 

Issue No. 3. 

207. Regard being had to the figures set Out above it must 
be held that petitioner did not receive majority of valid votes 
and, accordingly, he is not entitled to be declared as duly 
elected to the election. This issue is decided accordingly. 

Issue No. 7. 

208. In the result the election petition must fail and the 
petitioner is not entitled to any relief. The election petition 
is dismissed with costs and pleader’s fee Rs. 1,000/-. Let 
the substance of this decision be intimated to the Election 
Commission and to the Speaker of the Lok Sabha and 
thereafter send an authenticated copy of the decision to the 
Election Commission. 

Sd/- J. Naraln. 

PATNA HIGH COURT : 

The 25th September, 1973. 

(Biswas). 

[82/BR/7/7J] 
A. N. SEN, Secy. 
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[E. 1^/113/72] 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 1st October, 1973 

S.O. 3134. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri N. Basavarnju, son of Shri Ghikkananjiah, Vatal Post, 
T, Narasipura Taluk, Mysore District, (Mysore State), a con- 
testing candidate for the general election held in March, 1972, 
to the Mysore Legislative Assembly from 113-Sanlhemarahalli 
(SC) constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his elec- 
tion expenses in the manner required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for such failure. 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
N. Basavaraju, to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member pf either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a 
period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. MY-LA/1 13/72] 

77. air. 3135. — EE:, FetFeE 37eFe 77 EETETE ?F EET 
r fa irpff, 1971 A s/r eFremis, Feeie iptt tF Feq 
Eronw FetFee tF Fee 219ee't!e>'e eht FetFee e-Fr 
iF e;ete eA tA eAter A ee. if. T E-unF A r? i^r 

sft H^TE 25 EnhutpE ET*f Ae, tr'-rTTfETEE, 7EETE 7ET 
EL. EP. W- FeFtE TsVFe ifET#, EjrrE-68 (dFuMdl*,), 
Ab EFdtdFflET eFeFeEE, 1951 E*tT E^Ae 7^19) EE 

FeeeF ■arFF^iE apnF FetFee jeeF m vft A^rr 

^eFsE A •3TEW A A i 

ariV EE:, E7E EjAtTF i, ETEE ipET F-f?f EfF 

9T iff, apiA arawEi tF hrq ztff ttet epA- 
TEE E# FtTT f, A?, FetIeE ETeFe 7T Ef A EETETE 
?l EET f fn EE^ 9TE ?E 3IEWET 7? Fvp] 7Ef>E 

TIRE qi -qiqj'FvstE E# Ai 

<3iE:, EE E7E StFuFeEH A W lCHP ^ 3r^EIE A 

FetFee eteFe u in sfF ee. A ee 'JiifuFy- 

tpl Ti F'tnFl E^E ET Fti*FF TT5E - tFF FtETE Elff 

5IE7T ?7ETE 7FlE^ flF E^IE ^F EfF Al AF tF Fet? 5E 

aiArr A ettFu iF A A ttettFe tF Fep FeiF^e 
eFFee tret 5“ 1 

[E. E. ET.-Ft. E./ 219/71(67)] 
ORDER 

S.O. 3135. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfi- 
ed that Shri M. P. Karunanithi, son of Shri Poolan, 25 
Ganesapuram North Street, Melapalayam, at present resid- 
ing at M.F.L. Civil Canteen Manali Madras-68 (Tamil 
Nadu), a contesting candidate for the general election held 
in March, 1971 to the Tamil Nadu Legislative Assembly 
from 219-Gajjaikondnn constituency, has failed to lodge any 
account of his election expenses as required by the Re- 
presentation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act. the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
M. P. Karunanidhi to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
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of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. TN-LA/219/71(67)J 

anf*r 

1073 

«CT. 3 TT. 3136 . — qqi, PrqfVq SURpT qq PITOR CRT 
|f tap qr#, 1971 4 ' pf pTOR 5 P-TT # fcBJ 

HTWW faqf*FT 4 fviq 00-^Fnfrn# Prqfqq EpT # pITT 

;yy# qnffe-qy? sft #p #H hd spjpr, qfqqfo'IT^, clff 
t#. *f LPTR riivyfi, , ?i s t? TT r ayqp: f jK> 1T, dtqeine.j 'w'di 
utofsTfuTT arf^rf'ETR’, 1951 EDIT rTpfPr RP fcrW 

5T1T anPfyq THT^T 4 aRq ETVT # 3R# PtqfaH 

qq ^Tl J f 3 SRT 917 # *P 3 R 3 W 7 # f 1 , 

arft 5mr:, yqrr y *rrr #, y~# ti^rt Pt# r# 
qr *ft, arq#f pr arawftr 4 fan? wr arqqr pr-P 
wr q#P fprr 4, arf?, fqqfnq arrqpT qr q?" #f ttrtor 
Sjt rptfr f fa TR# TILT pT OTIOT 4 fw? W 'F#FT' 
qTRhT qi q<fP tf 1 ( 

arw;, arr iw arfqfqw q# tinr io-qi 4. arq^rw *P 
fqqfqq arFfPr tr^prnr qw #t t# 4^ *> ^rq 
q# pfaq- ^ Pq*ft #1 qqq qr frwft rrs^r Vt fwpr ttht 
toi t#WR 4 qpq- an# arlV ?t# # ?qq pr 
an^qr q# diflbi 4 #r q# q# wtmftr # f#rp fcnfpf 
qtfcrq q^qr if i 

[#. IT. qr.-fq. 7 T. /fio/ 71 ( 08)3 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 9th October, 1973 

8.0. 3136.' — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri C. Venkata Krishnnn, Manikollai and Post, 
Chidambaram Taluk, South Arcot District, Tamil Nadu, a 
contesting candidate for the general election held in March, 
1971, Tamil Nadu Legislative Assembly from 60-Bhuvana- 
giri constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his elec- 
tion expenses within the time and in the manner required 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the 
Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has 
no good reason or justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri C. Venkata Krishnan to be disqualified for being 
chosen as, and for being, a member of cither House of 
Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or of Legislative 
Council of a State for a period of three years from tho 
date of this order. 

[No. TN-LA / 60/71(68)] 
*4 fTSSft, 11 anrcjp , 1973 

t»T. W. 3137 .— W:, f#qfqq aqqpT qq TFTTWT qqT 

if* fqi qm, 1972 if p? P/5)7R1 ?#UR 7RT q? RTOTW 

fV-TtVq 4 PqTf 89-q#7T f#qfqR Jjpr yf ^rrytr qy# 

yrhlf-tiv sft- t^N" qrf# ^t%dt, q^q, e i w r y i 

9TvFp^, fyrrr %vwm mfa Rfcrfqftrer 

yfftifpET, i95i fmr rrpfry ittj ^ttt 


3PFt fyqN'H' ’Kpqf ^ ^ *P arror 

3lf7, q-TT:, rer 4, yrt «rq=fi T^ERT srpf 

9T sfl- j 30^ 3ryrqRTTT qi fvR Epnnr SRIETT PTO^- 

qROT T# f^-qr f, SlfV, fqqfqq- C-qq^T ^ qif pff qrqqrq 

T Fq ff 9TTT ?TT aRWhl 4 ^ q^ c qqfqi 

qrp qr -didiT^irq qfp q 41 , 

3RT;, sit w arfqfqw *fft * c rnr io-qi q? 3FpaR°r 

Pqqfn^T aqqfq y-qq Ep yjpr qrpifr q^pr 

qr rrrrq 4 farft' qj qy fqnfr ttw qfl 1 fqfqq Rtq 

3r*pq fqviR qfrp 4 qqpq ^ qp[ arfV ij-M 4 fan? pr 
sqf^r q^ qqrhsr #r pf q^ qroirtR 4 faq [ -r4v/q 
vHW qqqT f i 

[R. Tpr.-?T. R./89/72(32)I 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 11th October, 1973 

S.O. 3137.— Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Umedsing Kanji Chauhan, at Karza, Post Jethi, 
Taluka Palanpur, District Banaskantha, Gujarat, a contest- 
ing candidate in the general election held in March, 1972, 
to the Gujarat Legislative Assembly from 89-Dhanera con- 
stituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election ex- 
penses us required by the Representation of the People 
Aet, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas the said candidate, even after due notices, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Umedsing Kanji Chauhan to be disqualified for being 
chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of 
Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council of a State for a period of three years from the 
date of this order. 

[No. G J-LA / 89 /72(32)] 

snqV 

q# tp#, 12 3Hfprr, 1973 

qq. 3q. 3138.— qfT:, fqqfqq aqqfq- qq PURR pt qqT 
if fq; rq^f, 1972 rp TpiTW fqtui rrt q? IVqj qnnw 
fqqfpT Efj Jituj 120-d pnq Rpt qr# 

y*4[q =u< lift Vfig'Vud' RT| : q'qvf|hq* r qypq, RTRqT qiFqq^ 
qqiprqr q#qR qm: eiqiaiqy qyqqy, qyf^pqry 3TRpf, fsmr 
RRTq (rpjRTrT) ?ttq; hfqfqfyw 3lf t| fp DT , 1951 qqy 
qpfpT TRET RTT fqqTrf ^qyn 3f4f^TT 3TT# Prqfqry irerq^ 
qq qrf^ sff #gT qrfw qqq rp ^ ,- 

■srir, qq:. qqq yrtPqqR ^yq qt^ artqi^q h qr 
fq^TR qq# 4. pmq;, fqqfqq stirPt qq rc pqtjrq 
RRT 4 1 yqr^ hnT anrwqy qi qxyfcyr qjw 

RT -qidiTqrq q#P , 

qfq; snr, yqq arfqfqynr q# qnr io-q; 4 at q^t w rp fqqf- 

qq qyqpr qqpqRT qqrr ^TT^qTq ri 1 ##pfhyyf srqqy 

q# q^ fqr#[ yy^ry ^ zyy Pyryft ^y^q- ^ fplR trBT 

anm fpqq qf?q^ 4 qpq- pf qr# ayft ft# f'snr ijq 
3irfq q# qrUei # #Pr q# q# qqqyqf ■ ir 4 iw fq#%r 
qfhq qqtrr f i 


[#. ^pq-fq. q./ 120/72(33)] 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 12th October, 1973 

S.O. 3138. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Bhailalbhai Devjibhai Waghela, Sfldhna Colony, 
Pratapnagar, at present at and post office Wasana, Taluka 
Amod, District Broach (Gujarat), a contesting candidate 
in the general election held in March, 1972, to the Gujarat 
Legislative Assembly from 120-Umrcth constituency, has 
failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as re- 
quired by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and 
the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas, after consideiing the representation made by 
the said candidate the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or Justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Bhailalbhai Devjibhai Waghetn to be disqualified for 
being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House 
of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council of a State for a period of three years from the 
date of this order. 

[No, GJ-LA/ 120/72(33)] 

'll 

R?* ftfwft, 15 1973 

®ET. OT. 3189. — Rdt, RR BRIBH 

ftp Tmtf, 1973 tft 573 ftruEi rrt ^ ftr 3 RR 

ftrqftrR 4 ftn? 64 -rto 7 ftrrfcrR eftr 4 qrcf 

gr-tftq-qr? «ft n. p. 5 ft dTirq^TT, «ftiTWr»r, ftnEEPEpfR, 

BT. qiTTHffl t, ^TeT PERT erfo liftlftlftjH afftlftf^TR, 1951 

rrt tw W ftrRRf fqm apff $rar apnf ftrqfaR 
<55pqrt «pt qfy c tft star <?i'ftgR 9>W tft otrrot , 

srfr RR:, RRR d^qq i r vf, RrqR! *(7rRT ftpt 
<n »ft, 3RRft srt orawRr q5 Fhe wit iWoptui 

b# ftcRf f, aift, ftrqfRR aipqftr f tr? >1 rrirtr st 
rrt if \t titf 3 r 3i b qiti 0 1 q? TVi o Tt t$ r tprfftr qrw 
RT TRTRffVfR" R# f 1 , 

3TR:, 3DT, 3 W arftfftrRR, qft UTfT EFT R) aT^BW tft 
fttqfcH airtrirp rrr pft t. t. sft. qn r^n qrt 

RR^ ftppft vft BTd qv RT ftpift RTR" qft fttUIR RRT SHIRT 
?rrtr 'rft'Tf ^ sv) Rift arift p in q^ irtj 15R Riq <b 

qft RnW tt rfrq RR sfft RTRTqftr q? ftn3 ftt Rfftro 
rrrt f 1 

Det. qW-ftr E-./C4/73- (13)] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 15th October, 1973 

S.O. 3139. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri A. A. T. Varapuzha, Thenamkodath, Ghirakkakom, 
P.O. Varapuzha (Kerala State), a contesting candidate for the 
bye-election to the Kerala Legilsativc Assembly held in Janu- 
ary, 1973 from 64-Parur constituency, has failed to lodge 
any account of his election expenses as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after due notices, 
has not fjiven any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for such failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of (he said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
A. A. T. Varapuzha to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being a member of cither House of Parliament or 


of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. KL-LA/64/73(Bye)] 

ftj 7 ?ft, 19 1973 

qnr. w. si 40 .— rr:, ftrqftrR arroiR qy (mrarr 

rrt 3“ ftp re# 1972 if 5573 totr ftrmR bbt q? ftn 3 btottw 
ftrrfqpr q? ftrtr 94 - m s < 1 ftrqf^T-^fq" tq,Hiq qie! 
RwftTqrr Eft w , q^r, rtr- srft nqiaiRT brW q^rt, qr^ftw 
EyfiTR, ftmT oftw) qftfftrftjrT arftjftHnr, 

1951 TRF 3 RR ftPERft fqTR 3 pft^RT aprft 

ftiqfqrd srstT qrr >ft Ttftqpr qrrft jft arBW rt 

RrT:, TO RTtft^frf RTqqr ^ 

97 artrvft 3PRRTBRT q5 qrf^ qrrror ar«rqr Braflq. r°r 
‘N^rr ftnf^r arRrftr hrhitr rrt 

?“ fq; qjR- 57T OpRRTORT ^ ft?B3 qrf^ qsqffg- s^TUT RT 
R# f ; 

3TO:, 3DT, 3TOT 3lttrftrRTT qpft ym 10-95 q? 3EpB70r tft 
ftrqfRR aiwtR RTrfT^TTT gft yqTR qrq- qtt RRTT ^ 
ftpRft ttq P q? RT <I>jR qft ftmET PDR OD1RT ftraiR-q^t H ^ 

^ Tnrft q5 ftrq pr an^r qft # efftr qnf qft 

RRBTRftr ^ ffBT ftilftsci vtftnT qRRT ![“ I 

tR. 'fttTO-'iV. R./94/72 (20)] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 19th October, 1973 

S.O. 3140. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Dhian Chand, Village & P.O. Khanaurl Kalan, 
Tchsil Sunam, District Sangnir, (Paunjab), a contesting candi- 
date in the general election held in March, 1972, to the 
Punjab Legislative Assembly from 94-Lehra constituency, has 
failed to lodge an account of his election expenses, as re- 
quired by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and 
the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after due notices, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Dhian Chand to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or 
of (he Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a 
State for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. PB-LA /94/72(20)] 

wqV 

^T. 3R. 3141. — R7T:, ftiqfRR CRR^T 9TT BR1VH (tf RRT 

^ ftp Riqf 1972 1573 RfnrEj? ftrerR rrt q> ftrR rtotrr 

ftpqfRRT ^ ftn 3 125 -RFFT? T’J'^RT ?Hqhd qfRq' 

Ttel- duftqqu ?ft 5 l ^ r 47 EIRTTR yg|< iq , RTilV ftrpT 
qroftft, WRTH 7 R. 206 / 39 , < M/jftd J N, 14 , 

RT^R^T, RTTOp, ftrRT RTRT1, (R^IR^) Rfq! n ft lftlftl M ' 
qfftiftr^rTr, 1951 rrt RfiftR RRTq ftmf ?nr 
ORnt fti s; M V] 5 rr V tft ts<4l qiftaei q7*l rft -rthpr 

it f- ; 
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3jf? qfl RRR RTrFf^ TT7 -t, '3 ff Efrqqi ElriRT Sq *J 4 1'l 
q T *ff, CffcNt sTET 2TEERRRT qi faq R^ RTRT 3JRRT 
wr Prrt sriV, hRTRR arwh w rr *ft ejrtotr 
q f w s' 1 fa rer? qm ^ et jroiwffT 4 Per itf 9Rfcr 

RTror r# f , 

ar<T;, 3pr, 3jPrPrrr, qfl wm io-r r? aroj^w h 

P -E tI V t 3TrK TnTfWT TO si#RT 7TR7TT >f»T7TV 
«fi[ 5TTP? e£ Prrj *ft r?tr 4 rt PtfiEft nw Rft Prutr edit 
STURT PtRTR RpIR^" Rv EI"TER" Ej/l RFf arf? §f-i Ri Pvu,- 3ET 

an^ir Rft Ri/hr e[ #r «nf 4ft r>mirPr 4 Pert P-itf^ 
ufPRR rert if i 

[ET. R3T.-Pr. ET./ 125/72(49)1 
•ft. RpRR 

ORDER 

S.O. 3141.— Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Dorlikar Ramrao Krishnarao, Empress Mill, Hous- 
ing Colony, Qr. No. 206/39, Raghuji Nagar, Ward No. 14 
Babulkheda, Nagpur, District Nagpur, (Maharashtra), a con- 
testing candidate in the general election held in March, 1972, 
to the Maharashtra Legislative Assembly from 125-Nagpur 
Central constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his 
election expenses as required by the Representation of the 
people Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after due notices, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for such failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of Section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Dorlikar Ramrao Krishnarao, to be disqualified for 
being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House 
of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council of a State for a period of three years from the 
date of this order. 

[No. MT-LA/125/72(49)] 
V. N AG ASUBRAM ANLAN, Secy. 

3TTlV 

rfif, fceeft, 8 3TOIff;4T, 1973 

«PT. 3ft. 8142.— W:, PriRfad 3Trorh' RT ETRTVTR ft RUT 
Pr 1972 ft 7WIH PrRTR ETRT P?TR PRfffRR R? 
feE? 34-'# t ^ pRsrfRR Sh ft R/TTR RT# «ft 

R^T rolfTRR, R^fvT PETR 'fit dTR, uM R^TOT, RRt£E, TDTWTB", 

erNi RpRtdihRT 3TP*jPdqd, 1951 rut RfTfh rrto rr PrrrP 
fWT artf^RT 3ltnt PR^fuR *RRp UR qtf 1 eteT qiTo c-i 
RiRf f-t 3fEfrfieT 7ft (f* 1 j 

3ffl UR:, RRR \d *4)^ qj< ft, 3 ft ffrqqi E^RRTTf h <t RT*t 
te *ft, arroft araR>RR T ^ Prr utter strut w^<w«i 

dlff PrRT if, 3lf7 pRufRR 3TPltiT UR R? vft HRTOFT ?t fTflT 
8“ t^5 W fTT 3HlWflV q? frTTf ^ tRlfRl tTim ^1T 

B# f 1 , 

3ffT:, 3f3f, fJW ffit WH 10-^5 $ 3frpW ft 1 

31FftfT (fd^llfl <>Jt ^5T riffWi- t# q? 

tWt fft Ef^T ffT f^Eft TTTfT tfit fwK-ETm 3DTCT fmEf 
tff^ ^ 3tpt 3fft ?tt tVq - |et sfT^qr flifta 1 

^ rfN- tpf *fiiw«rhr ^ t^rq td tt^ri ffiwr 'it i 

[Ef. 7DT. fr. EE./ 34/ 72 (7). 3 


New Delhi, the 8th October, 1973 

5.0. 3142 — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Gul Mohammed, Sadul Singh Ki Nal, Choti 
Choupul, Jaipur, Rajasthan, a contesting candidate for the 
general election held in March, 1972 to the Rajasthan 
Legislative Assembly from 34-Chomu constituency, has 
failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as re- 
quired by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and 
the Rules made thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate, even after due notices, 
has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has 
no good reason or justification for the failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said Shri 
Gul Mohammed to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Parliament 
or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of 
a State for a period of three years from the date of this 
order. 

[No. RJ-LA/ 34/72(7)] 
B. N. BHARDWAJ, Secy. 

•frf frvvft, 17 1973 

vr. 3fT. 3143.— tifa H?uf-iWifq atftrfWr, 1050 

(1950 43) qft HT?r i 3 «fi ^ gtrunr (1) ^mr 

tjif 'Rptrf m mh t qr# gis amrfrr, ejevtc 

^ TEHElf ft, «<t fft. EWqWM tf irfV^fr 97 n# 4Ft ^ <tTfor 
3^ fF^FT Tf ift A BiVr, 4vtH4 EJFfiR, fd q fn-J 

‘hDrrrr, Eft qiAsr 15 ftRmr?, 1973 ft 3 FrEt 3 ntf 7 rt trti, 
rhrorar rnFT 4 hxr ^ h-qhro anhsErr ^ wr ^ nfr^- 
?rmr dwfdq'Tum 'weit 1 

[Ef. 154AhT./73J 

•ft. HmiTOr, trfEiT 1 

New Delhi, the 17th October, 1973 

5.0, 3143. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 13A of the Representation of the Peo- 

ple Act, 1950 (43 of 1950), the Election Commission of 
India, in consultation with the Government of Meghalaya, 
hereby nominates Shri T. Cajee, Secretary to the Government 
of Meghalaya, Election Department, as the Chief Electoral 
Officer for the State of Meghalaya with effect from the 15th 
September, 1973, and until further orders vice Shri V. Rama- 
krishnan proceeded on training. 

[No. 154/MEG/73] 
B. N. BHARDWAJ, Secy. 


hhr, «w, th wift rorof hiroror 
(tan* huron 

dfrew 

df 30 1973 


*T. OT. 3144. — ?ET^ ^TTf, ffer Pm hWT (dldVh 
EwET), 1956 ^ hTETTO 6 ^ ET^TR ^TTOT 

H FTTfft f hi TRET fi l h<blG >fif STERR 3H7. qiqw^t , 
4 C'li'nc: , T.’f hhch", R. 23/25, RffiTT *^fc , qt lc f RER^ •f' 

to VhrbT ^ Pretr 4 ^ 3 rtfh, 23/25, Rhr 
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'{fa, 4 tjw ^rni^ ifer triner (bW?) *fiT 

End qft 4 »kr r i 

TO '^?=frf ^ TOUTTOTO 4 SR? 4 1 fddfw 4 STR 1 

dtr 3imf??rat Tf at 4 ?it Mff^rr 4 irafs-rcr 

H'bt 4 f^T 4 3FT? 4hf f^TT^Tf wA TO?’ 4t fcTET 

m *Nr fr4 snd i 

[ft. 22/43/73 -^TEH 

4. fin-nTT-TO, rrrr^r mtsiWt 
•3rfV tur-srfTur 

MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE AND COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(Department of Justice) 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 30th October, 1973 

5.0. 3144 — Notice is heichy given by the Competent Autho- 
rity in pursuance of rule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956, that 
application has been made to the said Authority, under 
rule 4 of the said Rules, by Shri Rustom R Dadachanji, 
Advocate, Dhun Building, 23/25, Ghoga Street, Fort, Bombay 
for appointment as a Notary to practise in Greater Bombay 
with his headquarters at Dhun Building, 23/25, Ghoga 
Street, Fort, Bombay. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person 
as a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice. 

[No. F. 22/43/73-Jus.] 

K. THYAG ARA.I AN, Competent Authority 

and Dy. Secy. 

ftrcr +i*u«n 

( tr Ji'Et 41 ■hi ’huiFT) 

30 tJRTTTT, 1073 

3tTR-^i7 

WT. 3R. 3145 — 3TRT-SB? 3ff»jfrrw, 1961 (1901 EiT 43) 
WTT 8075 wft ^WTT (2) (?T) fdTTT 5W 4T 

HRtT 197777 t^jrrfoTcq rrf^7, ff^FT 

BTOf, 4*377 dRT7, J]T»T3 C -89 3‘TT BT7T 4 ERfcErf 

^ fen] iip^ 7uq- rT r4r ftredtR ^- 9^11 77 wtr 

KT. 453 TT. *T. 176/70/73-3115 E . A. t>l] 

41. 41. sfffd 4RET, 3-FR dffaR 

MINISTRY of finance 
(D epartment of Revenue & Insurance) 

New Delhi, the 30th August, 1973 
INCOME-TAX 

5.0, 3145. — In cxeieise of the poweis c.onferred by sub- 
section (2)(b) of Section 80G of the Income-tax Act, 1961 
(43 of 1961), {he Central Government hereby notifies Lord 
Subramania Temple at Chcdda Nagar, Pestom Sagar, 
Chembur. Bombay-89 to be a place of public worship of 
renown throughout the State of Mahai ashtra for the pur- 
poses of the said section. 

[No. 453 (F. No. I76/70/73-ITA-I)] 
V. B. SRINIVASAN, Under Secy. 


4$ fafat, 15 WJ3R, 19 7 3 

54o WTo 3146 — Rp>t (IddcRr) ^rFErpBTlT, 10fi« 
(196S7T 45) qSt ETRT 116 4?) ThtTUT (2) % ETE 

tFrt, but 78 % its- (?j) jri sr ur wffddt tt 74 M vxft 
57, ddrl'E BnpTT, ER7T TTO % ftR7 737-77 (tttft tftx 4ft*n 
Ertipr) Ot wfeppm do 740ET0 2322, mfur 29 77, 1 a 6 a 
d fdRtfiftur ddm TTffr eek] 

353 % did -A 7 1 tyf) if 

( 1 ) °rt do 1 ^ Bind, rte ( 3 ) d, " 10,000 

euu rftr dri % *4 T-t r r " 20,000 ’-/’eur; tffa 

5PC Rf TTTTit ; 

( 2 ) Rt 2 T Em, UTE ( 3 ) d, "25,000 

E4R- bV B44 ft PTr4 77 “50,000 W RWt dtf 

dr n? irrmt ; 

( ',) 70 * ifR OTd ddfSPT jrfdF^Rlf ft rpTFr, 

f-tHi'-tfi-Jd tPt. f7Tf7d fqRTT tsmTipr, Edid . — 


URT Efdudr O qfEt 

71 0 

urfurdt drhT 

1 2 

3 

"3 EE7 settee dRrr- 

(i) 5T?r EfaffRjfhl URT (ET| t^BT ^ 


EfdBRlT ft fad ^rtPST fr ET B ?d) 

44 EeE 10,00,009 d EfERT 

Eft ft ; 

(ii) 7t?rt URT 7 3 % EEfa Edf EETft 

4T W Efj?7 cf ttE f, fUd faE% 

hUaw % ftr ^rtt qr 

f^TT ^PTT *TT, f ,J T % 

^ 1^1 ^rrrfi' ■rr ^ ^ 

^ fWt Tfft TO 1 


[do 74° l/44/ 70-tsfV TI] 

ITJJ 0 

TTo RTTFTrdt, 4777 7t>7, 


New Delhi, the 15th October, 1973 

S.O. 3146. — J 11 exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (b) of section 78, read with sub-scction (2) of section 
116, of the Gold (Control) Act, 1968 (45 of 1968), the Central 
Government hereby makes the following amendment in the 
notification of the Government of Tndia in the Ministry of 
Finance (Department of Revenue and Insurance) No. S.O. 
2322, dated the 29th June, 1968, namely ; — ■ 

In the Table below the said notification, — 

(1) against serial No. 1, in column (3), for the letters and 
figures, “Rs. 10,000”, the letters and figures, “Rs. 
20,000” shall be substituted; 

(2) against serial No. 2, in column (3), for the letters and 
figures, “Rs. 25,000”, the letters and figures, 
"Rs, 50,000" shall be substituted; 


94 G of T/73 — 4 
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(3) after serial No, 2 and 
the following shall be 

the entries relating thereto, 
inserted, namely: — 

S. No. Rank of the Officer 

Limits of the power 

1 2 

3 

‘‘3, Additional Collector of 
Customs 

(i) Where the value of the 
gold liable to confiscation 
(whether such gold is 
available for confiscation 
or not) doos not exceed 
Rs. 10,00,000; 


(ii) Where any conveyance or 
animal is liable to con- 
fiscation under section 73, 
but the gold for the trans- 
port of which such con- 
veyance or animal had 
been used is not available 
for confiscation, without 
any limit as to the value 
of such conveyance or 
animal,” 


[No. F. 1/44/70-GC. IT] 
M.A. RANGASWAMY, Joint Secy. 


fawn) 

fav#, 17 aFFyFf, 1973 

«rr. air. 3147.— «ffa> (iffet -srfV Wfa r<t- 

Vtr) ptfk, 1970 4 7 4 nw ifarr ^ng 6 ^ twb ci) 

^ ar^pnor if, m^rr, HmfNr far 4 4 qrrwsf 
^ 4 qinmi;, tTR. A Tfrf art i ttwf. 1973 4 
4 fa 4 wr faftfur; 4 w* ^ fa^/TT fat] W3 


[Part II — 


vi 4t m/lta if 5 cr* 4 4 an-w 4 fc’T 

jf faq/PT t 1 

[4. tt. 0 - 4/1 ]/73^f art. 1-23 

(Department of Banking) 

New Delhi, the 17th October, 1973 

S. O. 3147 — In pursuance of. sub-clause (1) of clause 5, 
read with clause 7, of the Nationalised Banks (Management 
and Miscellaneous Provisions) Scheme, 1970, the Central Gov- 
ernment, after consultation with the Reserve Bank of India, 
hereby appoints Shri S. D. Varma, who has been appointed 
us the Managing Director of Allahabad Bank with effect 
from 1st November, 1973, to be the Chairman of the Board 
of Directors of Allahabad Bank with effect from the same 
date. 

[No, F, 9-4/ 11 /73-BO, 1-2] 
q?T. 3TT. 3148— T l^ lqyi 4fa (ffAPW 3lfl jfafa TT- 

«fir) fafa, 1970 4 s 4 dM«« Ci 4 *rw nfar 3 
A, sense (q>) 4 ar^frrr 4 " pt^r, frsrf *ifa 4 
Ttp-ntf st ><4 4 4 f. 4 f. 4 . 4 fmm 97 4 f ttr, 4 F. 

fffff ^ 4 , 1 qq*«R, 1973 4 mfar i 44 qr 4 f artV 31 
1976 q 4 rpTPTr fft 4 qr 4 f afafa ^ fap ^rrfrTw; 4 
HTtr fafaqf 4 7TT 4* fVp^FT tRrff 4 I 

[4. <w. 9 - 4 / 11 / 73^4 art, l-il 

1 1 H . 4 f. 4 h ny-TF 

S. O. 3148 — Tn pursuance of sub-clause (a) of clause 3, 
read with sub-clause (1) of clause 8, of the Nationalised 
Banks (Management and Miscellaneous Provisions) Scheme, 
1970, the Central Government, after consultation with tho 
Reserve Bank of Indio, hereby appoints Shri S. D, Varma 
as the Managing Director of Allahabad Bank for the period 
commencing on 1st November, 1973 and ending with 31st 
October, 1976, vice Shri B. K. Mookerjca. 

[No. F. 9-4/11 /73-BO. 1-2] 

N. C. SEN GUPTA, Secy. 


fcjt4 ifr wto fPmi 

qf ffafa, 26 W+J4T, 1073 

TO WT° -3149 — frfa tfT WTO tffal wftlPiau, 1934 % SFJiR’T t 1973 4) 19 wAw Ti HUIkf EUWff % ffar AWT 

f w f*wm 



RPT wi 

ttifewr 


¥l4 

firwr ii rs* 57 Ar: 

23,89,89,000 

TT f*RTT t — 



tfawrJrffte 

5561,09,74,000 

fa) ww w jwt 
fa) RTRT ^ TWT |WTJ 

1 82 , 53 , 

0 8, 0 0 0 

isrrft fat Ji4 *pr 

55 84 , 09 , 63,0 0 0 

fafat sffFjfAirt 

133 , 93 , 

31,000 





3 16 , 40 , 39,00 0 



^9^ ^iT 

ffTOT ffTTTT tii 3?T9T ffflt- 


1 0, 3 7 , 1 0, 0 0 0 



'htff ftfffwr far trtr fa* 


5258 , 16 , 14,000 



TtfaW-'W 



JiT ^rTHT 

5584,99,63,000 



5534 , 09 , 63,000 

w/tlT : 24 3T 1973 




cnr. 3RTRr4Fr, nr4f 
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19 1073 M RiI-H'T STS Jrf%<T # ■mrt'T 3 T *nr fipRUT 



no# 

irrir^rt 

nT# 

'yrarpift 

5 , 00 , 00,000 

#ft 

23,89,89,000 

KnrftMprTq' 

1 50,00,00,000 

f?T<++ 1 

2, 1 5,000 

Tvsfa fftr qpn (^H+iTh ftmrf) ftf# 

239,00,00,000 

slrr farm 

3,49, 00 0 

Tt^pT ^ (ftTflTT^) f#fa 

85,00,00,000 

sftft tfk vpr# n# far . — 


-rjGpm sffatftV (#T#wfft fipTTtr) ftfsT 

205,00,00,000 

(v) £ufr 

37,73,23,000 

oiTTTTTftrOT : — 


(if) DrarsFft 


(*n) TOlt 


( *T ) ;c R!' ! nTt *HTFTT fV^T 

55 8,83,93,000 

(i) =E#rrn?FR 

53,86,52,000 

ft#vfr Sr rjt §?tt 1 qT 1 *' 

264,25,74,000 

(ii) 

0,49,58,000 

Mut** 

434,04,73,000 

(u) #>n 


wi tfE *rf#ir ■ — 


(i) Tifti^r aft 

761,62,08,000 

( i ) ^jjIm <1 w (< *rt 


(ii) w ^fer rrn rr^+ 1 0 

17, 16,7 5,000 

(ii) <.r-m tr+i<3 

87,58,40,000 

(iii) Sr 4oj4[Nrcr H^rnrr S^P 

1,23,68,000 

nft srftpr ' — 


(iv) 4RT4+T 

45,78,000 

(i) 5pplfalT HTfarsT iftt 

78,07,57,000 

(*r) 

70,88,79,000 

(ii) rpr+Rt #*# +t$ 

227,81,99,000 

Sftftnr 

94,03,78,000 

(iii) fifttn# 

1,44,90,000 

sRr#n7mt 

389,12,73,000 

ifa ^ (<fl'I+i4H ftpmr) Wet Sr w, 




wfirnr fa#ur : — 




(+r) ’cut tfft trfirir : — 

(i) Tpwr iK+i j| 

6 6, 9 5; 8 5j 0 0 0 



(ii) ttm fl-frnfr wt +rr 

16,92,74,000 



(iii) ipigpr vjfawpp 5+t «rr 

(iv) ff^ g^fetr fwr +# 

34,30,00,000 



(^) %7sV^ vjfrr rwrrn ^ fe^rnr Sr Mur 
yf# wn (farftnnsr) ft-Rr # iftx jrftnr 

1 1,26,63,050 



nrsT irsnitr #r ^'8 win rrfrrT 1 

sftrjtfSr+r i^ur (^Efwfrir PnTrc;') DPet # 

6 1, 13,42,0 50 



4tw, srfir 1 ? !fTn Wur 
(+r ) fa+io i# 4 t1t wfrrir 

(if) f^nrir 'jrnr TrrSt fn# n? srrff/M^cf 

129,09,35,000 



Srftw 




5rrf?rTiTr 

(45,45,67,000 

in# 

2078,89,69,000 


2078,89,69,000 


*rreftr+r onn sftr wwnfri rrfrnjTnrt wrfanr 1 1 

-^cw (IN+n-iiir fwit) f#fa tt^N- wWrPni (#rt4rr-#r+ fspqrrr^ frfa Sr Sr fa# frtw wrOnr f 

tTpsjk srfa ^ (nTfamfN Oprur) faftr Sr wk sfiriT wrf*r?r ^ %, 0075 rrcmf vr M *r# wcht#!' sSfarjors 

RiiOirff 1 

ftfoN #+ wife irfan srfsrRm +# uttt 17(4) (it) rnfaw vr #rirr#t Tm\ ix wfaff ft# ji# 8,00,00,000 

oO^I illlfoM $[ l 

$fa ^ (4N+i<-IW fwi) PrfSr +=fY+: nr^ fifa ^ (ftKRl+rmr) frf# Sr sr+^ ^ *fk srfir*T uttPi-t ^ £ 1 

rpr° Tnrar^R' 

[rr° 'no 1 ( 1 ) /7 3 #r°5fr° 1 ] 


^RfST : 24 SPEpR 107 3 
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RESERVE BANK OF INDIA 

S. 0.3149, — An Account pursuant to tho RESERVE BANK OF INDIA ACT, 1934, for the week ended the 19th day of October, 1973 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

Rs. 

ASSETS 

Rs. Rs. 

Notes held in the Banking 
Department 

Notes in circulation 

23,89,89,000 

55,61,09,74,000 


Gold Coin and Bullion ; — 

(a) Held in India 

(b) Held outside India 

1,82,53,08,000 

Total Notes issued 


55,84,99,63,000 

Foreign Securities 

1,33,93,31,000 




Total 

Rupee Coin 

Government of India 

Rupee Securities 

Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial paper 

3,16,46,39,000 

10,37,10,000 

52,58,16,14,000 

Total Liabilities 


55,84,99,63,000 

Total Assets 

55,84.99,63,000 

Dated the 24th day of October, 1973, 


S 

1, GANNATLIAN — Governor 


Statement of the Affairs ol' the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 19th October 1972 


LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

ASSETS 

Rs. 

Capital Paid Up 

5,00,00,000 

Notes 

23,89,89,000 


Rupee Coin 

2,15,000 

Reserve Fund 

1,50,00,00,000 

Small Coin 

Bills Purchased and Discounted : — 

3,49,000 

National Agricultural Credit 


(a) Internal 

37,73,23,000 

(Long Term Operations) Fund 

2,39,00,00,000 

(b) External 

(c) Government Treasury Bills 

5,58,83,93,000 

National Agricultural Credit 


Balances Held Abroad* 

2,64,25,75,000 

(Stabilisation) Fund 

85,00,00,000 

Investments** 

Loans and Advances to 

4,34,04,73,000 

National Industrial Credit 


(i) Central Government 

. . 

(Long Term Operations) Fund 

2,05,00,00,000 

(li) Slate Governments© 

Loans and Advances to : — 

87,58,40,000 

Deposits : — 


(l) Scheduled Commercial Banks! 

78,07,57,000 

(a) Government 


(ii) State Co-operative Bankstt 

2,27,81,99,000 

(i) Central Government 

53,86,52,000 

(iii) Others 

J, 44, 90, 000 

(ii) State Governments 

(b) Banks 

6,49,58,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National 
Agricultural Credit (Long derm Operations) Fund 
(a) Loans and Advances to ; — 


(i) Scheduled Commercial 


(i) Stale Governments 

66,95,85,000 

Banks 

7,61,62,08,000 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks 

1 6,92,74,000 

(ii) Scheduled State Co- 


(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks 


operative Banks 

17,16,75,000 

(iv) Agricultural Refinance Corporation 

34,30,00,000 

(ill) Non-schedulcd Stato 


(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank Debentures 

11,26,63,000 

Co-operative Banks 

1,23, 68, OCX) 

Loans and Advances from National. Agricultural 

(iv) Other Banks 

45,78,000 

Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 


(c) Others 

70,88,79,000 

Loans and Advances to Slate Co-operative Banks 

61,13,42,000 

Bills Payable 

94,03,78,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National 

Other Liabilities 

3,89,12,73,000 

Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development Bank 

(b) Investment in bonds/debenturcs issued by the Develop- 
ment Bank 

Other Assets 

1,29,09,35,000 

45,45,67,000 

Rupees 

20,78,89,69,000 

Rupees 

20,78,89,69,000 


♦Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities, 

•♦Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operation?) Fund and the National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund, 

©Excluding Loans and Advances front the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 

tlncludes Rs. 8,00,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17(4) (c) of the Reserve Bank 
of India Act, 

■ftFxcluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricultural 
Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 


Dated the 24th day of October 1973 


[No. F l(1)/73 BO. 1] 

S. JAGANNATHAN— Governor. 
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■Th Pr-flT 1 WfT, 197 3 


TT° WTo 3150 fcpi WTO ^TE-rElTTTT, 1931 47 WlJWFTJr if WT^TF 1973 TT 2 6 dTFW Tt WWTOT WTOl? T Eft ESW 

K<T fawt 


EnEi ni 

wrr 

mfFTOr vvi 

Wl 

WpFW H'tTT'7 W ftj gq Tlr 37/2 1, 1 2,000 


fTr *rr Etwt wV qEtww ■ — 




(T) WTFtT if fijt gwr 10,21,31,08,000 



(^) WVcT % vsi 


q Tfr^vf if »TH 5 (>, 0 7, (7 Sj 7 0, 0 0 0 

PRufr SfpTljftlWt . 12 5, 9 3, 31,000 



TtR 

308,46,39,000 

tttA farii ow yr ill? 

5 (j • 2, S 5, 8 2, 0 0 0 

F<R *71 flR* 1 

8,23,04,00 0 



WTFfT WTOR *Fl F9WT Hffi^fdFIl 

5 3 2 6, 1 6, 3 9, 0 0 0 



^ifr NfFTOW 1*1-1 wIf |FF 




*rrfa ^ w 


f *r Ejtow 

50 12,95,82,000 

51 * WTfFim 

5642,85,82,000 

Pfttt 3 1 wt^r 1973 


%X\T. 0 % 0 

fsritt, TjR #tt 

2 (1 W-f^Tt 197 3 "FT fl^N 1*7 

wto viVut T iffsfrtr Erwro T ^TO'PTOTTO tt E-toft 



FTW 

1 Ttvl H 1 


^id I tT'jft 

5,00,00,000 

*1? ... 

3 7, 2 1, 1 2, 0 0 0 

wtfEto Ptftr 

1 50,00,00,000 

wl *7T flTWT 

5,38, 000 

fi -jEr »Pt ^nr (jftwpfEt PEwtw) P-rEi 

239,00,00,000 

B*t?T flTOFT . 

3, 7 2, 0 0 0 



«ffR wlT VRT# 


FT^V* tN 1*E^ (F^fitttji) fsrfbT 

:. -, 00,0 0,0 00 

(*7) nuft 


sfonEro ^(^EHm'Vi rrwiw) Etfa . 

20 ',00,00,000 

(«) fsr^rufr ... 

35,42,48,00 



(w) FTFTlft laTTHT I<TFf 

5 3 0 , 8 4, 4 5, 0 0 0 

TrirmErwr . — 


H^llt ii FJ5TT gWT wrn* 

268,75,55,00 

(*7) WFTTfV 


frr^TO^ ^ ..... 

405,75,29, 00 

( i ) *!rfrT sim 

13,3 3,40,000 

WJTJT wIf wl'nw •■ — 

, , 

( ii ) FTTH- wTOT’' , 

0,37,5 7,000 

(i) TFiFw WF*or *71 


(«r) Sr 


(ii) FTOW JH"tK> Tlf 

09, 00,42,000 



«ftr wftrcr : — 


( i ) ^'Ji'-^I Tfkwr It . 

7 , 0, 20, 08,000 

(i ) WWljEm TOfuTTKl t*7l *71$ 

80,45,02,000 

(ii) wtojEto TiTFif iT^rRi %m 

1 3,79,00,000 

(ii) fiW FUSTTfl TT/t 

2 3 7, 0 b, 0 4, 0 0 0 

(iii) oif it ftto crFrE . 

1 23,07,000 

(iii) 

2,88,62,000 

( IV ) WTO <TO 

50,06,000 

Tpsfrir, ?:lw ’sto (*t^*7mEr NwEi) fvjf«- ir 




’UTO, wlww wYf Hifur 




(t) wfaw . — 




( i ) fttr fttotf.1 tt 

6 6, 95,1 3, 0 0 0 



( ii ) TFTO UlJ + Kl STOI *FT 

18,14,41,000 



(iii) %fji7t wfir«t7y*7 *in v'r 

. f 



(iv) r^FTff ^rf 

34,30,00,000 

(’t) WTO .... 

7 0,99,23,000 

(ij) *0#q- 1JTiR--tTO ^7 f^RF'T if 




(R , !r?k;FT7r) pifu ir ^ 




wPf wiww .... 

1 1,26,63,000 

<FT F«TR 

100,0 8,66,000 

TFW Fprft ^Tit Tit ’fT’T «flt WfvfT TF^tT 




FfBfTEiT icq (^^0*1* Ffwi^) ffrfk it 

61,0 3,68,0 00 

WTO ? T TTM . 

390,01,05,000 

vp^, wfwo irV: fHTur 




( ) f°r^i 1*1 *3"^ ^_ ij i ^ k <trf^ 

1 29,09, 35,000 



(J5) EfTTlT TT STFT TOT^r fT§ WTSl/feicT^fr it 




ETO71 ..... 




WTO WlE'dWt .... 

40,41,66,000 


2009,71,90,000 

FRFt 

2069,71,90,000 


*TO5rt, WfaEro stwt TqTr wtotrEt wfrijE’Rr unEnr 1 1 

* + Tr |i |ET jEt weto (ttEtoptEt fwnr) ftrftr tftr w^itEro nnro ( ffltHiHT r Etoto) EtEj n it fM wr fatur unEtti mft % _ 

fTt^/Et Tfa WSTO (FfSthtEt EpTFt) ErfSl it JRtT 1W sflT wElW TlTfTOT *?> I, TFTO TtTO WTOT‘d it M ^ WWF$ WftTJlTO 
uttEtr & I 

JEro# s?t wto ^fewT wferPm it tjpr i i( 1 ) (w) % ’snfTfr wtojRitt rtW^tt 3*E ifr^rnfr Erar q? wEm Ero ww 7 , 25 , 00 , 000 /- 

F9i l, l I pH '1 ^ I 

1T<rs^ J T lift q?ro (^t^AttotTr Pnrc) PtEt wit; n r '/k $Et wiro (EqEEFTTJr) fwftr % ikfv wror tri* w wiEr 0 1 

31 1 70 io pTrfrlt, 'TO-WTOT 7 
|H° To l( 1 ) 7 34tolit° 1] 

To Iff ° *fl V’lUllI WT? 6 El 8, 


WTffa: 31 W^TF, 1973 
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Ncw Delhi, the 1st November, 1973 

S.O. 3150— An Account pursuant to the RESERVE BANK OF INDIA ACT, 1934, for the week ended the 26th day of October, 1973. 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

Rs. 

ASSETS 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Notes held in the Banking 
Department 

Notes in circulation 

37,24,12,000 

5603,61,70,000 


Gold Coin and Bullion : — 

(u) Held in India . 

(6) Held outside India 

182,53,08,000 


Total Notes issued 


5642,85,82,000 

Foreign Securities . 

125,93,31,000 





Total 


308,46,39,000 




Rupee Coin .... 
Government of India Rupee Se- 


8,23,04,000 




curities .... 

Internal Bills of Exchange and 
other commercial paper 


5326,16,39,000 

Total Liabilities 


5642,85,82,000 

Total Assets 


5642,85,82,000 

Dated 31st-day of October 1973 



K. R. HAZARI, Dy. Governor 

Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 26th October, 1973 


LIABILITIES 


Rs. 

ASSETS 


Rs. 

Capital Paid Up . 

Reserve Fund 

National Agricultural Credit 

(Long Term 

5,00,00,000 

150,00,00,000 

Notes ..... 
Rupee Coin .... 
Small Coin .... 


37,24,12,000 

5.38.000 

3.72.000 

Operations) Fund 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 
National Industrial Credit (Long Term 

239,00,00,000 

85,00,00,000 

Bills Purchased and Discounted : — 

(a) Internal 

(b) External 

, 

35,42,48,000 

Operations) Fund 

Deposits : — 


205,00,00,000 

(c) Government Treasury Bills 
Balances Held Abroad* 


535.84.45.000 

268.75.55.000 

(a) Government : 



Investments** .... 


405,75,29,000 

(i) Central Government 

. 

53,34,40,000 

Loans and Advances to : — 



(ii) State Governments 


9,37,57,000 

(i) Central Government 



(b) Banks : 



(il) State Governments:]: 


99,00,42,000 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks. 

740,29,06,000 

Loans and Advances to :t 



(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

(iii) Non-Scheduled State Co-operative 

13,79,60,000 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Bankst 

(ii) State Co-operative Banksft 

80,45,02,000 

237,06,04,000 

Banks . 

(iv) Other Banks 

, 

1,23,67,000 

59,66,000 

(iii) Others 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National 

2,88,62,000 

(c) Others 

Bills Payable 


70,98,23,000 

100,08,66,000 

Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Fund : — 

Operations) 



Other Liabilities 


396,01,05,000 (a) Loans and Advances to :■ — 

(i) State Governments .... 66,95,13,000 

(li) State Co-operative Banks . . , 1 8,14,41 ,000 

(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks . 

(iv) Agricultural Refinance Corporalion . 34,30,00,000 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank 

Debentures 11,26,63,000 

Loans and Advances from National Agricultural 
Credit (Stabilisation) Fund .... 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks 61,03,63,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National 
Industrial Credit (Long Term Operations) 

Fund : — 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 

Bank 129,09,35,000 

(b) Investment in bonds/debenturos issued by 
the Development Bank .... 

Other Assets 46,41,66,000 


Rupees .... 2069,71,90,000 Rupees .... 2069,71,90,000 


•Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

•♦Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial 
Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund. 

JExcluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including 
temporary overdrafts to State Governments. 

flncludes Rs. 7,25,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17(4)(c) of the 
Reserve Bank of India Act. 

ttExcIuding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National 
Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fimd. 

Dated the 31st day of October, 1973. 


R. K. IIAZART, Dy. Governor. 

[ No. F.l (l)/73 B.O.l. ] 
C.W. Mirchandani under Secy. 
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wet ?toet 

(TOT WHET) 

NT 6 NTOT7, 1973 

*9. tut. 3isi.— frfrvH 4 309 4 irmrm ^ 

TOEfff ktot affuwt' «pt qr# ^ rn^gTrftr 
T^TT ?f?9T Tif 2 T# 4 vnff f^EET 3ft REET TTTT97 fef 
itttto (7$rr) it. to. # 1017 ftpro i9 ffnfcr i960 

3rt fa RETT ^ TEm RET 2 0^ 3 TOSTO (2) 
fafffa 30 3nfa, I960 <f3 1333 IT. 1335 TO TOlfaTT 

tfr, TETlflW 4, fatj fdHfafad faTO ^TETrf # I 

1. (i) rr farof qrr fet T^rr efaT 2 ifn ^ »r# 

4 (TO^ET) farET, 1973 #TT I 

(2) % fafftT EFSEET if TOTTO rff/W NT TT^Ef #tf i 

2. 7fffT #n Tf 2 ifa 4 TOft 4 faro (?rfa arpf tettw 

fatET wi TO#) If faro (2) 4 TOffRt; faro f^RT TOT: 

TNifarr Nett steMt :— 

“(3) ##ff TTRSTT fN(77 TEET-TEET 97 TO faro if 
3 tr^ fafa Tf4 Nrfa-f 4 3E|im 3Ep^V?r 5rrf?Ert 
afV ^ - ^*1)' afV tot fafare tffaffrf ^ V«wi «rV 
nt pf^Er orf? #r fniEErt n! ^ faro 
TTHlfan IT# N7fa I” 

3. TTtNtt fEErf TEEN NTO# if— 

(N) «TRT 1 if, TETETN ff?TT 3I?Wrtf ^ fffafa ^ WF 
97 cfar arftptm't RfaWlfaN faffff 9# I 

(IT) TTRT 2 f 71^ fat FEE q? TON 97 cteTOTT fsEEt 
7TIW7 5 TOT fafaiET TftT tfe if f FfarofaN 
faffTT Ttfa I 

Rf. 0698/TOT. q.l 

TO- # TOf, iTfTTO fTOfhr TOTTOT7 

DEPARTMENT OF EXPENDITURE 
(Defence Division) 

New Delhi, the 6th November, 1973 

S.O. 3151. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
roviso to article 309 of the Constitution, the President 
ereby makes the following rules to amend the Defence 
Accounts Class li Service Recruitment Rules published with 
the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Finance (Defence) No. S.O. 1017, dated the 19th April 
1960, at pages 1333 to 1335 of the Gazette of India 
Paid II— Section 3 — Sub-section (ii), dated the 30th April 
1960, namely ■ 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Defence Accounts 
Class TT Service Recruitment (Amendment) Rules, 1973. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their publi- 
cation in the Official Gazette. 

2. In the Defence Accounts Class II Sendee Recruitment 
Rules (hereinafter referred to as the said rules), after rule 
(2), the following rule shall be inserted, namely : — 

“(3) Nothing in these rules shall affect reservations and 
other concessions required to be provided for the 
Scheduled Castes and the Scheduled Tribes and 
other special categories of persons in accordance 
with the orders issued by the Central Government 
from time to time in this regard”. 


3. In the Schedule annexed to the said rules— 

(n) in column 1, for the entry "Assistant Accounts 
Officer”, the entry “Accounts Officer” shall be sub- 
stituted; 

(b) in column 11, for the word “Accountants”, the 
words “Accountants who have put in a minimum 
of five years’ regular continuous service in the 
grade" shall be substituted. 

[No. 0698/AN-A] 
S. P. VARMA, Assistant Financial Adviser 

fafaET TT9TTO TOIT# «fTElfl*Er) 

fff frptffi 22 fNTHE 

( fa/W TOTPfTHrfETD 

^T°4TT° 3 1 5 2.- — 57if|q j-iui vu-r hi m 9 I 4 Ml , 1 944 *k fffffff 5 
59 WTOTE TTit jrr ff, fiWfEET ITTTo tiffo, ffwaf 
sriEn 7E9i fTTxft, •EflN F'hK-I 7[<?7T u*h isjaf afrpTfaR ftEft % 
PtHftrftffh TTOft % 5TPT9 2 # 99 99T 9971 3>9T 

% 99 ^qrtR JW WftE9fFlt T9 9? 9rftEf97 %9T FfV 

9 TOT-IT99 IlfWE 9 TTEEl ^ 59N9 4^9) fff TftffP t ff 
% wrftff T# $U %?ilrir ^9T9ff7REt f999FEfT IE9%tFTTg7rf 
5?T TTfeiff 99 5PTFT 9ft fift TTE»fT % TET9 3 ^ |’- 


99f trftPPTfwf ^ 


frff RFR 5% PTfTTFTf 9T9T- 
ifTfTO 9% 9t ? 

T1W 99 


1 1 

3 

4 

1. *rtfaTT*fE 

99% 3TE 

9fiV( l) 

W*T ’TH 0 ^ft 15 

<- J TiT i Tr l 

2- 

9fl V( 2) 

9fcTT 9c itjj-o qfc 

unjrr ffftrifcr 
sr^ftr % =et iTTfa % frr^ 

3. 99-TT9TI# 

96 X 

6% fsrfrqfaT tT Hr 

99 Etff % fTrff 91 ^ 
fatTtuftff JTftETl 99 
99PT 9T9T f j|9 7 T9 99 
4TTff ff ff il9 1 ?[T 9T TTffff 
ffffffff % ffftrtfVct Tffft 99 

fftffff ff fetT gt 1 


[#. 3/73 (91. # TT. 4/(8) 3(1^ ift f/70)J 
(frtei v* 7|7T ) TTRi^n 1 

CENTRAL EXCISE COLLECTORATE 
New Delhi, the 22 September, 1973 

(Central Excises) 

S.O. 3152: — In puisuance of Rule 5 of the Central Excise Rules, 
1944, I.Tilak Raj, I.R.S., Collector of Central Excise Delhi, here, 
by authorise the Central Excise Officers of the Central Excise 
Collectorale, Delhi of and above the rank mentioned in column 
2 of the table given below, to exercise within then respec- 
tive jurisdiction, the powers of the Collector under the Central 
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Excise Rales mentioned in column 3 of ihe table, subject to 
the limitations given in column 4 thereof : — 


S. Rank of Officers 

No. 

Central Nature of powers delegated 
Excise Rules 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1. 

Supei intendent 

96V(I) 

To accept luT ASr Apfih- 


and above. 


cation. 

2. 

Assistant Collec- 

96V(2) 

To accept first ASP Appli- 


tor and above. 


cation for a period less than 




the pi escribed period. 

3. 

Deputy Collec- 

96X 

TO exercise the o\eiall dis- 


tor. 


crehonary powers to extend 


Special Procedure lo a manu- 
facturer who has failed to 
avail of il or to comply with 
any conditions laid down in 
the relevant rules. 



No. 3/73 (F.C. No. IV(8) ICE/70 


(T1LAK RAJ), Collector. 


(ipW tnftnni, 3ft*tld-T*1*tfrl w 4iroft»r*r) 

fceeft, 10 3f^f7, 1073 

4TT. 3TT. 3153.— ftftsft 3(TW 4rrr t ftfV : T feT. 

(u faff THET) 3fTW W, FEW, ^ iWt 

4lt 10,23,769 Frft (TH error OTTTSTfTT TW *ft 
wft RTft) 4i fcTE tr* FRler vrTfiftft ft. sn^/tj/l 056238/ eft/ 
% 3rR/43./^/35'36 30-6-72 BRET fV^TT FTT ’4T I 

F^ftft ftt RT^ftlft 4ift ftfaw^fi iW( nfft qft sT^Vrft 
Fift 4rrft 4 fftE smm nr fann ft 1 fa ftfar- 

^ fahuft ftfa n^V'Wtrrw jft f i ^ ftf deefa 

faniT TptfT 5“ fa T^5T #TR^ f^RTffr Rift ftftERl^ BTfa- 

^tttT JFfa ft ftftftjsr *ft 1 frr 4T vBwNt 

3,07,401/- wft rro m T^r^rr «it aftV ?rr 47 14-7-73 qft 

7,21,358/- Fqft 4T FWfa 45ETT far RT I 

2. ?TT rfa ^ TET-fa jf ^nfapfi ft FT ftW W t^fam 
fa^T t 1 n^'^rrt *f Tface ^ fa fw tnffaft 4 ft b^t ftfa- 
^ fwiftt Efa ?fa £ 1 frrtVrp ftt ftfafacr ^testet 

(iVd'l'-'T) SlEfa, 1955 fa Tift, 7-12-1955 fat FRITTF 9 (ftt ftt) 

^■qm etw affararrf qn Fifa 477ft 573 Rftftt rfanTT 

dlRTOT rTOtfanT fa., Tffa fafat 4ft Flft fafa ifa Forfar 

ft. 3Tff C /^/lO50238 favftT 30-G-72 4tft F47T Bff ftfa-qi/Efi 

faqnftt ufar tpifT 3 ^ *1^ *ftt Fift fa 1 

3 . fw RTiiErr fat ftlni'CvT faft fat Ftfarfa <4151 ft V 

BTift fa OTFT ft Flft 4)ft tHT 7$ ?f I 

[Wl ^/23/72-73/ l fl tjef BTKOl 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports & Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 19th October, 1973 

S.O. 3153 M/s. Indian Oil Corpn. Ltd, (R D.) Indian 

Oil Bhavan, latipath, New Delhi were granted an import 
licence No, I ' A[ 1 05623 R|T|UR|43[H|35-36 dated 30-6-72 for 
Rs. 10,28,759 (Rupees Ten lakhs twentyeight thousand, 
seven hundred and fiftynino only). They have applied for 
the issue of a duplicate Customs Purposes copy of the said 
licence on Ihe ground that the original Customs Purposes 
copy has been lost/mispluced. It is further stated that the 
original Customs Purposes copy was registered with the 
Customs authorities at Bombay. It was utilised for 
Rs. 3,07,401 and the balance available on it was Ks. 7,21,358 
as on 14-7-73. 


2. Tn support of this contention the applicant has filed an 
affidavit. I am accordingly satisfied that the original Customs 
Purposes copy of the said licence has been lost. Therefore 
in exercise of the powers conferred under Sub-clause 9(cc) 
of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955 dated 7-12-55 as 
amended the said original Customs Pui poses copy of licence 
No. I/A/1056238 dated 30-6-72 issued to M/s. Indian Oil 
Coipn. Ltd., New Delhi is hereby cancelled. 

3. A duplicate Customs Purposes copy of the said licence 
is being issued separately to the licencce. 

[No. Tnd/23 772-73 /PLS( A)] 


tin. OT. 3154.— 5-FBR rTOT h#i, TIpTflcf fr^rf trfs 6 

4'^Vl’ 4i[ 'EitTcJJ tjptP elf t;ci 06 fai. 9T. ^ SIRflU 

^ fvrtj 8,12,844/- 7Ttr4 44 it»r ^[Rmr err?#fr r. aft/ 

n/lO209B3/-3TR sypr /^/ 2 i-^ft tTEf-22 15-1-06 

Ef^Ff fW FIT *1T I cTTW^FT 4ft ipST 

f-wAui nftr spft c;r^VrV amft 4nft ^ fVrq wtr tt 
31t4ft ‘Nftt £ ftp ^ Ri^rhr ^ si FTr/arwprw 
?t r*iT t 1 RT?rNrWt f4RT ^ ^ft ^ 

cTT^rfri 5,29,942/- 4? gqqh' ^ ^ ®ft FTf/ aiWFW 

?t FIT RT mfl TftfTR^4) WfiftTF, «F4/ if tfaft^cT 
4RRIT RT 1 


2. ^Plft cT4T 4s THTtfr if 3TPfT45 ft T4i WPTR 

“Nfit ft 1 1 anftgRxiT^nft f ffts m. ftftr op 

fffrRF frftTOT liter) ft, aft/p/l026983 tTTR) 15-1-00 
st F4T/2TTTRW %i F4T f 3lf ^TT 4ft 3n^fttq- tJTpft 
arnft 4ft Tuftr rntfrE i *£?r trfftiFr fftftw Ttrr 
4ft aneft 1' 1 1 tiT^ftftr qft trtFTF tfiftw Rter qft 
3iff,tvit'i aienr ft amft 4ft an nft t 1 

[ft. it. 2/fter. aft./l5H/65-06/'ft'qer TTT('ft)] 

531Tft4T ft, 

RT^vT fft?, FT-TpseT ftrw 


S.O. 3154. — -The Controller of Stores and Purchase, Gujarat 
Electricity Board, Baroda WRo gianted an import licence 
No. G/ A/ 1026983/RR/Fi cnch/21-CH-22 dated 15-1-66 for 
Ihe import of 66 KV Circuit brackets with spares valued 
ut Rs 8,12,844. They have requested for the issue of dup- 
licate exchange control copy of the licence on the grounds 
that the Exchange Control copy of the original liceuce has 
been lost/misplaced by them. It has been further reported 
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by the licensee that the licence was lost/misplaced alter the 
utilisation of the value Rs. 5,19,942 mul that the licence was 
icgistcied with Ihc Bombay Customs. 

2. In support of their contention the applicant have tiled 
an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the otiginal 
licence (E.C. copy) No. G/A/1026983 dated 15-1-66 have 
been lost/misplaced and directs that a duplicate copy for 
exchange purposes of the said licence should be issued to 
them. The original exchange control copy is cancelled. 
Duplicate exchange eontiol copy of the licence is being 
issued separately. 

[T. No. 2/SG/1 58/65.66 /PLS/B1 
SARDUE SINGH, Dy. Chief Controller 
For Chief Controller. 

R^ fr/Reft, 26 1973 

tfTT ,3tT. 3156. — %ft RRff RlVrTT RfrlT sfVhr rV RfcpdDr 
rt TtNt 4t 1905 RilfsV anw 5ERT ^ feTR 15,000 
RRit wrr rep iff-JR-tq^E frDETRt TlfrlR if. cfr/^/3042063 frrRDE 
27-10-72 ?*ERT RRT RT I 3 Rf W aiR^Rfrf ffrlT-^RT 
T'HdnT-fi' TlfrrS fff feTF fET RWR T? arPfRR frrRT f frE *pT- 
frFEFft Rifris ??rt r^r 4 1 arpt rr rrtrt rrt 3“ frE 
r^t iftRT ri^e- fr^ntt RifriR frEift ^ RRRfrrR ^ 

M jT| =pCI *1 til ndstHII RRT RT 3{fr j el ntT t " 1 ! 3 9 grfj'l d / 

frERT RRT RT I 

rV 4 RR»frr *ft. qR. hIrt fftr 4 t?E 

rr sfffrarr frE"RT t 1 r§ rrr frrRr t Rfr; tir 

4 t?$ ^ rW-jji^e frrRrntr nfrrg ftra - rrt Rt ri Rtf 

fpRitf 1 4 frrq ttf nitfr ftf 1 tf- rr/r stf frs 

tftRT-R|^E frrRRtff Tlfrre R. tf./tf./ 3042063 frfRDE 27-10-72 
?sri rrt f 3if? frnfrir sfffT frE Rrtf sr^frrfrr rffru-^R 
frmtft TtfRR Rrrf frERT rtrt Rtfrr 1 if^r rrhi/r; frc^Wt 

RlfrTR fft ^ frERT RRT RTDET 3TFt3 I 

ITT. IT. 2(3m-132)/72-73M RR TR/2938] 
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TrffrTR R. 'ft/tf/3038707/RR/RR tf/4lArR/33-34 frprr^ 

0-12-71 Rffrp 1 " frrt rrt rt 1 r^rM ar^frrfrr tffrfT-JfjSR; 

frl T lift d Id Ri frdTJ fR 3TTTJR 97 RTR'^ H 1 4> Rl f fr^> *^ef efldl" 
friTd# qrfrr; ?jt tfr i 3 rpi ^rRrr titr if frs 
?fmT-7i/T: qrcfrrc fVrfr vfr ^friTT-^t ^TqfeKr p‘ 

TjftTd T ftfiRT TfRT 3lff TTT ^iT frle^el TT^frl HtO’ 
fTRT RTTT »TT I 

?rr rnr ^ iDTsfrr rf ^ t^-. TcifiW ^ t?r tnTRT-Trr 
^ifrtw frwi f I d^ M R'TT ?^Tr t frf! *1^ ^ 
TftRT-?]^ fri^l^ft TTfrre frreT =TRT fit ^ 3Dt frn^ 4 frn? 
fTT 4t eif?T I rf frfi ?ffrlT-Sf|^! 

frETTlfi- T?-frre Tf. tft/#/3038707/t73- fjn eft./ 4 1 /4 l/R^T 33-34 

tVrde 8-12-71 of w f arfr frr^fp tfrrr frs 3 ^ : 

et frr fffrlT-^gTi frcPTlft hlfrl? tintf frv.| I 3TTR I T[ttT fffrTT- 
tfi,e+ frmrff m ifrr ^ Tf<% wx tr^T ■try TntDfiT antj i 

[TT. it. 3(st-213)/71-72/«ft f2W RTr/2948] 

4. 3rh RTTiWfrrarff, frm^ 

ORDER 

S O. 3156 — -Shri Eutimio H. Fernandes was granted custom 
Cleat ance Permit No. P|J|3038707|N|MP|4lfH|33-34 dated 
8-12-71 for Rs. 3500 for import of a Vespa Scooter has 
applied for a duplicate copy of the custom clearance permit 
ns the original Customs Clearance Permit has been lost. It 
is further stated that the original Custom Clearance Permit 
was not registered with any Custom House and not utilised. 

In support of this contention Shri E. H. Fernandes has 
filed an affidavit. He has undertaken to return the Custom 
Clcaiancc Peimit if traced later to this office for record. I 
am satisfied that the original custom clearance Permit No. 
P|J|3038707]N|MP|H|33.34 dated 8-12-71 has been lost and 
direct that a duplicate Custom Clearance permit should be 
issued to him. The original custom Clearance Permit may 
be tieated as cancelled. 

[File No. 3 (D-213)/71-72/BLS/294R] 
K. G. NARAINSINGHANf, Dy. Chief Controller 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 26th October, 1973 

lS.O. 3155. — Mr. Barnard Mathias Souza Burros alias 
Matias De Souza was granted customs Clearance Permit No, 
P/J/3042063 dated 27-10-1972 for Rs. 15,000/- for import 
ol a 1965 Ford Cortina has applied for a duplicate copy 
of the custom clearance permit as the original Customs 
Clearance Permit has been lost. It is further stated that the 
original Customs Clearance Peimit was not registered with 
any Custom House and not utilised. 

In support of this contention Mr. B. M. Souza Barras has 
filed an affidavit. He has undertaken to return the Custom 
Clearance Permit if traced later to this office for record. I 
am satisfied that the original custom clearance Permit No. 
P/J/3042063 dated 27-10-1972 has been lost and direct that 
a duplicate Customs Clearance permit should be issued to 
him. The oiigina! custom Clearance Permit may be treated 
as cancelled. 

[E. No. 2( R-J 32)/72-73/RLS/2938] 

aiPlV 

*ET. 3TT. 3156. — %ff ^Vfrr-3ff TC 'FFTtfW TT sfcqr 
*PT SfFTTTT ^ frlF 3500 prpf W frlffiTTft 

94 O of 1/71—5 


SfPfrfT 

Rif fr?7wf!, 3 JFTHT, 1973 

EfTT. 3ff, 31.57.— PDfrif ^FT TB TFTT 4~. FT. frf. jffeT R. 

21 , frfvff-R^TT ife, TRRTprpj ^ 05 fryzfc grp 

■srfa 4 3fKffiT 4 frn? 23,71,585 TREf sfT W 3ITW OTfffrr 
R. cfr/fTFr/ 131612C fTRT^ 27-10-70 Fff^R fffRTT RRT »1T I 
3 RHR f^WR' fW t frff W RfRf FfrTRT 

Tlf -H I -iflj'rts RTflFFTft 4 ffTR Tifft^-R ffiTRFf 3ltl 

1,21,785 TTTtf RR 4 frlF 3fW'- RRrW RTfvf 4 ^TWT- 

rw ?rf R^ 1 ff 1 I 

2. 3hqt; 'fi fTT^Rrfrr 4 efTRIRTR Rf RFt it RR?RR sRTR 

RR^TR ?4TCJ| 4 RR«fR ih 3RRTR SRFTR frnTETT, Prw 
RRT fr+ RTf Rfrl fT RRI, 1973-74 ^ M 320 4 3RRjfpr 
sWftfTR REE RRR TR f I 44 R^2 ^ frfi 

RR^TR Hl^kl'B ^ RtRt RfrfRT 2mRRW R^ ^ I 

3. SfTRTR friRRar 3rT^?r 1955 OTH 9 (lift, ift.) ^ 3FR- 
tFr frlF RTevT SffrjRRTf «1R RRtR 7T7 if RTfrtR R. 
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i3i o 20 frTpfi 27-10-70 f e^ irf no V t! 

^ 50 3rni% Air 1 

[rf. f eA. 1? ft f/u/lo/^T ffl/lft TR 9/95? 

1. ft. tr-e^ 'trrt? 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 3id August, 1973 

S.O. 3157. — M/s. Bhai Sunder Dass & Sons Co. Pvt. l td.. 
Mile No. 21, Delhi Mathura Road, Ballabgarh were grant- 
ed Import Licence No, P/L/1316126 dated 27-10-70 for 
Rs. 23, 71,385 for the import of 65 geared Motor Drum 
Drive etc. They have intimated that both copies of the 
said licence has been misplaced after after been registered 
with Bombay customs authority and unutilised partly, to the 
extent of Rs. 1,24,785, 

2. The applicant have filed affidavits in support of their 
above statement about the misplacement of the licence as 
required under para 320 of l.T.C. Hand Book of Rules 
and Procedure, 1973-74. I am satisfied that both the origi- 
nal copies of the said licence have been misplaced. 

3. In exercise of the powers eonferreds on me under Sec- 
tion 9(CC) Import Control Order, 1955 dated 7-12-1955, f 
order the cancellation of both the original copies of the 
licence No. P/L/1316126 dt. 27-10-70. 

[No. F.ngg, Adv./l 1/70/SC-VI/Cl A/952J 
A. T. MUICHERJEE, Dy. Chief Controller 


RFlV 

Tunf, 7 R’Rlf, 1973 

HTT. 3IT. 3158.— Frf’sft A ^ fAt TIT. feL, 229 

tin dj'fitti-H ihj, m *-*. if 3fT7 f'TTrrfVfEJTT gltif 1 ^ 
ortfNr 5 TO - R"R RRT ?ET 3JTFT RVT 

iAt-RFR ^ ArR/ TTf. TEL TtW&TsT 

tfTER RT Sliqid 5,000 fi 4 4 HR) H to a ?ITR sf*, H? SITqiR 4 
ffR 10,000 qrr RR 3 |ThV FT, 'fi , /<rff/3rn-121545/ 

45/^ / 33-34 f^RTR 17-11-1972 F#p r ?R)HT TRT JR 

3TT^r tfhthtAr R§f f i ?rr ^ieftr ft ^ 
sjitf ?Mr fn mff ^Rnr her an'Mi^w err tt 
sfq q fl RTfft 4 Rrpq- 4 HiTOtA if hfR TT TOT 

TR if flRT RRTT ^ IPT^ 

SlTHclR' fpRT 1TRT f aift fsTET f <T;fef 

Ri feTR 3ITT5 n ffTtR RRIT f ft> 9 f '4 |ij ■‘B 3lf? ^ tt H, 
if RFT 4t 3FR TT# f sflT R# 

sfh.RH HT Cs q E^ TTRfT ulfl vH* 1 J |i 

aom R?ifr tfiT-I 3iH?fV Riff ^ ampf i wf 
ssrrRTR 5RTR17 f#W fHTR TUT fh Rift hi ifg 
*|=P, 1972-73 4 utcflRH 19 if eA RTR if 

fRuffR fafcr 4 3TRJFTR 3(WiW RT5T 4 RtDTTiT 
3lf RRRiR TT RhfR RRIT RjflT 3fft tA ^ 
fll^TfR Tnhmft, HkMli Rif ft At RT 3 i'tR| Tcfa-ft 

Rlt'cERTT f RRR) fRTR fRRfhfR P4 4 
'>i#0T fR - R^TT 4 Rl pi? hmfhtT ffTRT 

7[T RR) dl 4 MtA/t T t’ J TT I” 


2. rlTENIR R>“8 fc RT Wfnp KTRTarl I^RTRT R. l/l34/7l/ 

SITT T5 TR/SRo/flOtl fr-Tf^ 10-4-1973 R? ITTff Rhft 
f R# '4t fdi 15 fTRt 4 RfR wr RRT9 R^T 4 ROT 
if 1 RTll 1 ftpn ipti RiDiJifR tnif f W7T 9 TRyTR (P) 

4 3P[rr sptrf r wi f^rr rtrt Ritrn arf Ttf ^rr 3 IT»ir 
17 ThfrL t? hD^nl'jrRrw ^rtr hrr fw r-rt rt i 

3. d'l^-T-l W RRTif ITsFO ^ IfftT TPff ?f 4. Rrff 

ITT. hr., RRff f W fTRDh 24-4-1973 f’ 

?4 lApT pfiVRRnr nErr 1 inf f jprt rtti if 

T3 R^ C ?TRT ^ :— 

f’T) f?: mf r^rr 4 fm> fzs fffr 

Vrrt-*t? riffr hnR r^tt sunff aiTRl RiRfir 
Erd; 4 Tre ifr r»it irrir wf srh Rtfi 

RRT f t-nid eTt^ hfE STTEn 3TRET 30^7; •! 

f- , 

(R) h; tf fmrrr f- hr ^ R^ffr 4 e^rr 4 
smm R7 rtr g-RTn 1 ! f srtaRi 4 hrn Rif et#t 
4 Ep»rA Rf^r R*IT fLRTR ipff R 1 JITRlR 

errrrhr r! hpi std'ir R# i 

^ratfTRT^ f hTI ETTf-Rthr rtr hit ?f 

f 3lf ?R rrhhTEr R7 R?7R[T ^ h) aiT^lf frr*-RT- 
hurqur RPR furr 1TRT »1T I 

5. ^ ft Ri ffRR if Rf RRP1T f Rf 1RTR e[‘ 
nrrf ^ sro^TRi^rff rfi^ f f.p hiRRnftR ‘hnrrgf an^Vr 

artm isr ^ 3rcnnhrR hBRT rtrt Rit^E i 5R- 
hrE, ^rafpRT^rVt srpriR (hrwn-) rt^V, 1955 wtt 
9 RR-RTR (E) 4 SFRifr JTT7R -3fWff ifiT TErfr R5f?f 
A 4. Afr fERrAf tt. hr., 229 rfr ivfnnr rN, 

4 RPR 10,000 TRtf 4 hrE RTh fpn itte 3TpfR R. A 

ERf/^rn-l 21545/45/^/33-34 hrRlR 17-11-1972 ^rf TRf- 
?R17T 7f ^ 3RRT ^ I 

[RRsrr 1/ 134/ 71/305 '' ts ETr/f^Fi/2040] 
4t. ft. TRRff, OT-Epar fRRRtR 

(Office of the Joint Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 
ORDER 

Bombay, the 7th July, 1973 

S.O. 3158— A Release Order No. P/S/R 121545/45/B/33- 
34 dated 17-11-1972 of the value of Rs. 10,000 for import of 
P.Q.M.S. Tested plates of killed quality and semi killed qua- 
lity of 5 m.m. and above in thickness/senii killed quality is 
restricted for import upto Rs. 5,000 only was issued to 
M/s. T. K. Steel Industries P. Ltd., 229, Sant Tukaram 
Road, Bombay-9 BR subject to the conditions as under ;■ — 

“The Release Order is not transferable. 11 shall also 
be condition of this allotment that the imported 
materials received shall be used by the ullottce 
in his own factory at (he address shown in the 
applications against which the allotment is made 
and for purpose for which the allotment is made 
and no portion thereof shall be sold to any other 
party or utilised or permitted to be used in any 
other manner. The allottee shall maintain a pro- 
per account of consumption and utilisation of the 
imported material in the prescribed manner in the 
proforma appearing in Appendix 19 of the Import 
Trade Control Hand Book of Rules and Procedure 
1972-73 and produce such account to the licensing 
authority the sponsoring authority or any other 
authority concerned within such time as may be 
specified by such authority". 
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2. Thereafter, a show cause notice No. 1/134/71/I&S/ 
Enf. / 696 dated 16-4-J973 was issued asking them to show 
cause within 15 duys as to why the said Release Order in 
their favour should not be cancelled on the ground that 
the same has been obtained by mis representation in terms 
of Clause 9. sub-clause (a). 

3. In response to ihe aforesaid show cause notice, M/s. 
T. K. Steel Industries Pvt. I td„ Bombay hud by their letter 
dated 24-4-1973 furnished a detailed explanation. In iheii 
said reply the liim contended ; — 

(a) that they have made separate applications for non- 

iron and Steel items and lion and Steel items for 
their units namely C old Rolling Mill — Hot Rolling 
Mill and structural Auto Pails unit; 

(b) (hut they assuic that they will not apply for import 

licence for lion and steel items against the same 
machine! y in excess of the lotul entitlement on the 
basis of the machine) y value. 

4. The undersigned has carefully examined the said re- 
presentation and has come to the conclusion that the Release, 
Order was obtained by misrepresentation. 


m*IT 1155 

O) w t HUff 35 *E "3TPT ihrw TKKT RJKT 108” 
faw "ernr ?TryT TmKi huht ioi ; 

(2) 36 jE "oth 4 fauf 

'•rpt tnr 

r v «3 HCK 1156 

a) ifm m*rr 4 *E 

"hk stpriTrar 4 Tvp 4 
“wr sfRifcmT” 

(2) 'Erew ennn i *E 
“rtr rw 4 r?r*f 
nw furor <*4 

[A. Ejrt. 3-2(3)/70-^rNraT 5] 


5. Having regard to what has been stated in the proceed- 
ing paragraph, the undersigned is satisfied that the Release 
Older in question should be cancelled or otherwise render- 
ed Ineffeelivc. Therefore, Ihc undeisigned, in exercise of the 
powers vested in him under clause 9 sub-clause (a) of the 
Imports (Control) Order, 1955 heicby cancel the Release 
Order P/S/R-121 545/45/B/33-34 dated 17-11-1972 for 
Rs. 10,000 issued In favour of M/s. T. K. Steel Industiies 
P. Ltd., 229, Sant Tukaram Road, Bombay-9. 

[No. 1/134/71 /I&S/Enf./2040J 
B. C. BANERJEE, Dy. Chief Director 


MINISTRY OF STEEL & MINES 
(Department of Mines) 

New Delhi, the 25th September, 1973 

errata 


a.u. Jipi — tn me notification of the Government of 
India Ministry of Steel and Mines (Department of Mines), 
No. S.O 3166, dated the 26th August, 1972, published on 
pages 4465 and 4466, in Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii) 
of the Gazelle of India, dated the 21st October, 1972 


jrw<r 

27 EkTK7, 1973 

«rr. air. 3159.— “N^ir *rrraro *E pA/k >ift 

9TT. 4 . qK. fTTdPT afrt 25 1973 4 E OTtf- 

Rf. Et (ft f 3it/ 11/7:11 
eT ff. TEPptrrrT, w 
MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
New Delhi, the 27th September, 1973 


at page 4465 

(i) in lines 30 and 31, for “Coal Conlroller, 1, Council 

House Street, Calcutta" 

read Coal Controller, t. Council House Street, 
Calcutta" 

(ii) in line 36, for “Drawing No. Rev/74/72” 

rend "Drawing No. Rcv./74/72, Dated 23-J-1972”; 

at page 4466 

(i) in line 4, for Plot No. “452(F)” 
read “52(P)”; 

(ii) in line 12, for “76,68,68,67" 

read "76,69,68,67"; 


S.O. 3159. — The President is pleased to appoint Slid S. 
J. S. C’hhatwal, loint Sccrctaty, Ministry of External Affairs, 
as Controller General of Emigration with effect from the 
forenoon of September 25, 1973. 


tC3-2(5)/70-C5] 
A. S. DESHPANDE, Under Secy. 

27 ft-KHTt, 1973 


[No. CPEO/11/73] 
T. V. RAMAK.RISHNA RAO, Under Secy. 

fTStKT 3tf? OUT *i*4rrtK 
(UK fsDfK) 

UTvvff, 24 fUePK7, 1973 

qrr. dtt. also.— ^TTTTr 4 trm ht/tu- 17 rtn, 1973 4 

HPT 2, Uns 3, 13 ( 2 ) if ^5 1155 cE 1156 97 wrE?PT 

htot hush 4 ^rur aEr uft wcpt (fik Ethth-) ^ 

tsf^HM'l dCrtl 'PT. 4(T, 812 cTT^TET 7 HT^, 1973 : 


3iT. HT. 3162.— HT7TT 4 TUPUT HTTRY 21 3pftp»7 ; 1973 
4 HPT 2, 3, id 4® (2) 4 4466 97 JUfdtw HTTC 

fTOTR, ?~KK 3fT7 UK HTTcUf (UR f'THTH') 9^ affro- 
(T. TT 3IT. 3166 ffifter 20 STHUT, 1072 ffT^K 33 

"^T?K H75K TK./74/72” *t? fvrq “SJ3PT W TOT./' 
74/72 TTtflir 23-5-1972” T?T HIP I 

Rf. Yrt. 3-2(5) lo/qrl.B] 

p. t/K. am frfrTT 
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fafartffafi ffltww, farm ?r«n sfartfnfat fanmn 

rRTOftH JTPWT RTOT 

qf ffaTOT, 24 Tf'f'pP, 1 97 J 

qilo WTo 3164. — RT'T-1'TRT 9T TPnfaffaq WTTcftiT TTT9T Wt (TOFM f’TTT ) ffafam 19 s 6 % ffaftiPT r fa rjqfaffaTO ( 2 ) Slfa ( l) 

% 'frn’Tfnr inT=p q*qT jnr TrfaTjffaq ffau mr fa far fat% tr^Ii ^ inqfaT ^ fan n" 1 fa, 1 1 > wi It j i * 11*1 n;. ?t 
far wt[j fa Pratffar fam itr fa 


q.q fadffaq 9 1 fat t tit t far 

TT a TT TTOSqr'EftTfattT 

•TT FTTTfrq RT-TTSmT? go 'RT'TTTfa 
jrrqqrfat q^q^qr fafa sfatfap 

farqTO 

1 2 

a 

A 


IS 7 4 1- 1 9 7 1 3iTT fafa qfaf f tTTfa fafa 
tpTI fat WA fafaW faffaT fat TTffaTT (TfTlT 
yrd«it) 


2 IS. 899 1971 TTr^HT 4ft ffafafe 

(q^m wftwn) 


J IS 1065 1971 Wfat ffanTOT Tr^rr fat 
ffafirfe 

(qjm ytTfaro) 

4 IS 1417-1971 T4'fa fafa ?4ltr«T»T 

fr Sr (q^wi 'prrtM’t) 


5 IS U48( Tt 2l)-197 1TT\Pf-^SrTrTRTT 

(■ft 24) (qpwr ifatarr) 


IS 1 5 29- 1 J 7 1 ^FTrT qqfat 'fit TTft 
3-Trmflft fat farffafaq (Tirm qqrrt^'q ) 


7 IS 1667- 197 1 zrffafaT fat faftrfar (q?<ri 

qurtwi) 

8 IS 1717-1971 ^TTH % TTTT "Ft TTnTTTT 

nfts qff 1 OTquffa (qjmr qqrfaTT) 


IS 741-1962 3fat VO qfafa TqfafaU 

urfa far w fafafar fafarr far Trfsrqr 


IS 899-1946 *TPjTOTr fat fafalfal 


IS 1065-1 957 nqTfat HTOiF 9T3TT fat 

faffafaq 


TS 1417-1959 Tqqf VP Tqfaitr’S 

irrafat % <3<J 


TS 1418 (qfa 2 i ) - 1 9 6 o fatrr-JjqTfatrr 

H iH" 


IS 1529-1961 TTlfT TRST % W4f 
>Tfl qrorq^T fat fafanfa?: 


TS 1067 1960 TrfqNi far ffaMm 


IS 1717-1960 VTTff t ’TTTfarTTnTr- 
ttt tnfas qftw'ir Tsfa 


tit Rm fa fanr fa fatqfar qnnfar % gfat 
*ffa tost*? snfa Vit tt? qn jp kt^t 
q|4tFT fa fan qfair q-jfa fat qinftfa 
ffasrfffar far t£ <t i wfa faffaq fa sfim 

RTTrfat fa fam fa 'WTOIO '4t ft of ?• i 
(lj?q Fu 2 so) 

TO rtot fa fa ffaTO fa nqaru faf 

TOfat *TH0T ?TT ?1«TT oflST^T 4ft q^fcOT 
faaifaTi <0 o# f i 
(iJiUT To 2 5 0 ) 

TTf TTRFT R WUTt qreiT q faqq R 

TT>4TTrr 3CrtT ^rTlft TT7T -fftsm *Ft 

q^faqt Itb'Ett qt tI I i 
(ij^rr to 4 oo) 

rt-w it *rfa qt nT^n r 
=f ^qfiiiFT ufa qfl wctr T E? 

qrqqr tt fatrifacr fan to f i 
(1JW To 1 50) 

TfR- JTFOfr qrqfa q TlT^t ?fl7 iqqA ^ 

TTR wiq qfa ^Tf^iqfaq vjVqi q?r nrftT 
qmqr srorn JITT to % fan; ifaiT qft nf 
t i 

(RTT To 2 oo) 

W RTTT ^ ^Tqm TR1WT % fait' tFiT STR 
'Tttt ’9^T -wiiq^T ^ faqn fa wqsr’tft qn 
fTtn qqT S i 
(tjrq to 2 oo) 

TTRTTqr fa iifqiqT fa fam r shoutio; wtT rjrfat 
qttsTO ostoiTT ft nf fa i 
(t)TT To 2 50) 

TO TITTFr fa fafa TTqTrT fat TTf qr TUHTTW 

rtr qfarsT'4 fa.n Tirfa fat q^ffa farmfTO far 
nf % farq tt f^tt tx inq o 4 ffa fal 
TT ETfa wfirr ?T 1 
(tr-tr to 7 f oo'i 
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3 4 

IS 2 2 0 9- 1 9 6 6 n l 'll ( 15R 1TO if TWOt ^ '3 H 000 4 Pi *1 1 ftO 

okr) (oftnfRteiRT) oraft ^ foor 3 irstto it of | i 

(iJ?T 6 oo) 

TS 2206-1983 OTOFT^ftPf 0 fl loot % RT OTOO O 0T0170 SRTf *TTTr OOO Olfr-pFORT 
forrsFrio $- mi ^ iwr oftfafiofe okr ^wto % Rift 00 foor oot £ o rtt 

fof, 7?5Tf iRft rR ototot TfTPw't oiof 
if no WTO t I 
(tjRl 0° 8 50 ) 

IS: 25 53-1964 TTTT Tfo |7t fafarpT W 07007 0 iOUOt iff PsTpOOt rflT TTTTOt 

(<joftftro) o oot mRo^o ^ft ionfr P mr wro oto 

stott nfr % froo o mwrp if it oro) 
oo oot Rtsm vr TO-foot fotjffRr ft 
of $ i 

(ijRT Oo 5-50) 

IS. 2712-1965 qtTTRT fO 0 TO 3ir*t JO ORR 0 4Rt, HIT ifR Ow % IRTfT 0 

’A PdfrPo urn t mo OPo wm toto itit (if 

0 to aft?) % fwr >r howto; omf of 

t i 

()JRT on 4.00) 

50 0RR7 0 4.7 5 fOOt OTo OR OROt 0 BiO 

sttO Trot Jjfornr 0 fooo 0 ajw tort Ok 
oot Tt oral or tojorr jito too <tft o. t 

00 apifo fOTOT OOT $ I >Rr 03 -fa P TOTf 
otr o£r 0 ourf fofr % fkR or oo 
ift 000)0 fn>0T Oflrll ^ I 
(OfO Oo 2. 50) 

IS: 2835-1965 ORTufa TtO 0 ) TfT to OT007 O OOt gf flTTO $ Tito ift OROtfOT 
(Tfftjff fafO) OpfOpOpB T^T % fTOO O W^WT^ wk snoot ?Pt fl*TT 

■Rtwo ort otsPtot Prsrifto oft of $ i 
o oRTKior oftinrrar >^o, Prcr fog-ft 
oft Mini, oorif T^rtr oW wtr hoot 

OTTTR TOTT Tto % ONTOO O OTO ITlffr 


Sec. 3 ( 11 )] 


9* IS: 2209-1970 Olfto OTOt (^t OO^T 

oro) tt fTfui t r >4 (^htt oort^ro ) 

10** IS. 2266-1970 ORTHO ^otfoOft ROf % 
foil TPTTO % dl < % ROT 'lit fofoP"! 

(o^nr ^oflwo) 

11.** TS 255.1-1971 TOTT TtO ift fTfofilO 

(aforr oodom) 


12. IS 2712-1971 OfftflT O^TIofirt if 

to aftft ft foftrfe (opn 'joftwo ) 


13. IS 2720 (oro 9)- 1971 ^foTTOt % Tftwnr 
Tt Tlfoor oro 9 ofiTTT % ftOT OR OSfT 
iro 0517 OOcT oto oot Ot 01TTT TT 
Or[0T0 foOOOOT 


14. IS' 2835-1 971 OTTrato OtT ^t TTfft 
(f^ft Pro) oft fiPnfte 

(0?tOT^Rf«O) 


15 IS- 5245 (OTO 2)-1971 OR % Rot lit 

OiOTin; ots^r art ojfo, oro 2 'Sto oit 

OT%4l < fof) OTO OTO % ROt % 070% 

str 


16. IS' 5 9 72-1970 OT^ OrpTO rfR 50 OTpTO 
OT^ODTSOR-OtOOT ofcOTOTit 


*OTo OTo Tffl 5 TOFTO OtOOT % foo 

**-hto oro oror ootoo oToor^Por 


I I 

(^OO )i» 5 oo) 

W 0T007 O Pi *-6 f Of 150 0OTOO TTO OR 07 
Ro) % 00 97TT ^7 ^R) % fooo O iRaTro’ 
it Of : 

6 X 7 OO 6X 37 of 

6X 19 TO 7X 7 Tf 

6X 24 of 7X 19 TO 

( *J00 T, o 5. OO) 

1JO OTOT7 O TTO orfoo ?fR ETT OTpTO #0^0 

oosft an 4 it, oorroo, offToroor rfR ootfro 
% ootr o orooft it OTio mo tfk ooitt 

OffOTTTTf ft of ! I 

(oto To 11 5 0) 


IS. 2209-1970, 1 of 1972 ft HRJ ^TlT I 
TS' 2266-1970 tfk IS255J-1971, 1 wStT 1 972 ft OH] ^tOT I 
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0) _J2) 

17. IS: 6 0 40-1 972 flm'f $ TftefT’T 

qft 1 500 fq*ft cT^T ^ft %k 500 

fqqt tp fqqqwftn: qnft 


18. IS 6 0 8 1- 1 9 7 1 If ITT TTTsfr 9% OffTlfe 


19. IS 008-1-1971 1 qqfqq' fTiqq % 

qpT 


20 IS' 6 0 8 5' 1 9 7 1 3 5-fq*ft qqftrq fti5q % 

HTT 


21 IS 6074-1971 ?t^T, T7?f 5T^T JJTTTT^ 
spt sq^qr qr% qftrerqi "FT qqf9n% 
sr^wrirf 9% ttF^ 

22. IS: 6107-1971 Tqqft % viqK % krq 

% qPtfi Tt ftrftrfti 


23. IS 6130-1971 TMIUK ft fcft ('TT6t) 
9 % ft fill fw: 

24. IS: 6138-1971 771* r -q9 ^TWT % "ft 'ft" 

tnft ( i % 30 finfr tw w wi%) * 
qiqq %qt ’ft ftftiftf 


2 5 . IS. 6141-1971 irqqrq % faqr ite 9T% t?r 
^pjf qfq sqm vt ftfqftq 


(J) (4) 

— TTT qTqq % 500 fqqt ftmTlftT $¥ qr%t 

T*TT %?al % ftq 1500 fqqt % 95171% Tift 
qf%p7rr titi*! % ftm % ^qifqTfrq 
wk sTT^ifif: tAot fqqqi’ t i 571 Tn^’P 
% IS. 2063-1962 qtftqt tfrqm % qtturq 
Tlfjjqi, % TT’J’TR TT^JW W^Hd fqqqq (dftl- 

srfV) 7ft Jranr qq £ i 
(jjqq qo 6. 50 ) 

_- ITrqTqV % 5T7R % SPriTl qT % ftqq % JTT9 

7P9T q^q Tftwnt ftaffkt 9% qf $ i 

(qqq q° 3. oo ) 

$q tn^n q itTft i6 ftnft TTrftra fqifq % 
fqqq % q[4 ftn ’FI ^ f%7T% T’n qT fftt 
fqf tt «t% ft* £ (wftft % ftFTirftiftq 
sfk sqfq % f%u, fqtftq) fqq 'jqsiqftq 
fqqqt fit 7% frpTT qqt | I 
(^q q° 3.00) It 

— tt qTqqi % 35 f*nfr qqfnq fn^q Sqn 757% 

% f>TO WPqi f9577r q% •PHrrF tflt H5 qqft 
Tfqfft qi9 f53T TOT I I 
(j}W qo 3 00) 

— ?tt qTqqr q fkir, t*$t q«rr urwq ki 

sqqwr tt% flqq ^%t ^t srftrarqt % 

Tsrmtq % f%v tow ft qf £ i 

(jjqq q° 7 . 00 ) 

— 1 *i d mtt % hv [ w [ % Tiiyrq % f%^ qiiq Tiiq 

qT% %qq % 6,<9 1 0, 9itsf % ^TT % ft 9 q % 

v94i(Q. 5ik qnqi %ft dqT qftisrn' ’ft qsFftqr 
qt % 

(ijqq- q 0 2. oo) 

— Tnqqr % qqkK % 2tft%t (nqt) % ftqq 
% qrr 5fk w'Mtto, ^t q% | i 

(jjft qo 3.00 ) 

— ^q qrrqr % 1 % 30 fq%t qqr Tn^q qr% Trft 

'Trq h I'TTl % "qt qf ' %9l % ttfpit 

wqt % ftrrq % Tftwrt Fqtrtfkr qf 
qf 1 1 vr Tift' c qq qmt % %ftrqt -fffqi 
% iqq sqm "ft ortq %t 9% qr qwt 1 1 
5jf%qt IS :42 13-1967 5TTf tpr ifr qte% 
■^F?qf, % q^qiq qqif qf $ i 
(ijjq qo 3 . 00 ) 

*q qiqq % i ft 1 2 qtift sq qq qqqqqd 
■qi7 qq ijqwi^'Ti qrq qqq qi% q%q 
qf^q ri9> q %T qi% jti 9 1 -i % srnqft % qq% 
qi%t qrqifr’ qiqpq qnr Vk qftqqf Tnq^ifr 
wkint ft qf | i 

(’jsq q<> 3 . 5 o ) 
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2(1 IS' 6141-10 71 ITT * 1 % «[% % 

heT tt% fWi iff fi fin IN 


27 . IS: 6156-1971 ITfrfTETtflT- TH iff 
gTftTTrffFTT 


28 , TS fil 61 - 1971 *TW irftrf fair mr-Nf% 
if 3TT Wr TT% TET (rfk ^TT 5TTTr*r#¥ 
n^lw: *iff Nfvrfe 


29 . IS: 6 172-1 97111 ^% % TIRE 7 ijflpri T^TE* 
n% irrr % £ff iff faftrfe 


30 . IS: 6229- 1971 T 7 T SEMflTT f«T 5 Tf 17 T 1 T 
^fftTT T%l iff Mill fill I'N iff (tft'M -5 
iff 1 IH 1 W-gE 


31 IS' 6231-1971 ^jvftJT WPpf iff 

fffirfia: 

32 IS: 6248-1971 ETT^ Tff%T iprf sk 
Tffsnr 4 i 1 Pm iff iff fafKifti 


33 IS: 6281-1971 ?$f if 117 % %■ 1 $ 

(nm) iff Nfinfe 


PT 0 ( 0 + If (EE fo7 EM , ^% TJ ^ %, TT-T 7 
irA tt% firf % m ttt wh irmw 
iNwnt PrafffTT iff if $ 1 
(iJTflf Eo 5 . 00 ) 

PT 8|lli If I'll 0 J I "'7 I Eli MM No 1 if 

tt% iwi, tttNet Tn%, %3 t 
m iipt, etc%-tsi%, 3f%i, irar Him 
TNlTTlff lir flTTET, ifalf iffimf iff! 
iohm , h sflr 

nOllElf , "Ml [VEH HTT H 1 1 1 TTTET 4(3 <C 
Jrmflw vj'HK ^fTRRJ if T I WWi ' T EHlf f 
ff if | i 
(lW To 7. OO) 

l 7 ! 9 Mi: if (riil 8 -flf% % 37 TT Miff TEf oi m 
rfff ^ffT, fm TffW % HipiO fRfW 
% fan if tflano tfcc TPfjff %% HIT iffWT 
iff TTf'ETT iff if f I 
((JPT 1 ® 6 , 00 ) 

PT TETH if TS : 554-1964 % f%13 ^ff 
% Wf iff iffelt iffa ^faff IRT far 
WT. Hl% 11% faffl % TIT (jlffflET) % 
setth Tipff tteicp 7jf%zrr sht% fcfarf 
tejpt ipr tt% Srf ^ f%n if nr ht 
fatrfffa- iff if | i 
(1JCT To 3.00) 

PT IFEE % *r3rf%!7 ljfEc % far7 TPl numff 
iff 5wr % f%iE farm fair ttj q^r% 
tt% Hsf ^f tet ’arioifior fr^ 17 irr 
% tiwPiimi sffwr (rfh: TET ffTinff lfNlT%f 
% trfir^reET % 7 ira 7 r ifk n3f%n 
mu JEff-nViiii Nfnit ft if | | 

((JET lo 2 , 50 ) 

jeeth % ftfTjffi Tif'i iTwi % f%n if sEfsrr^ 

if if t 1 

(IJFT lo 5.50 ) 

mi? if iwet it % Tirfi if tt% n% 
ftfrr "ds' I frf%r inf%(ff % Nw if 

[ti% iT%f frmff, i^if wfi frfivr irsvtff 
H%WTT ff if ^ I 

(iJBf lo 6.00) 

PT 8111' if flPTfllt 8 4 0 if HI TT% Tl% 
HEf % IT % ffn if TEf 
Tcnff tNsmf fraffiT iff if | 1 

(JJFT 3. 00 ) 
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34. IS: <13 19-1971 Rt^R STTTT $ fft % 
T#tR i5V ftftrfci 


35. *1S: 6326-1 971 TORN fRfRR TRtf 

ft fr ftr fe 

3G. IS: 6333-1971 «j'RTT RRTtTR RTTtR ^ 

ftnr ft ffftrfcr 


37. IS : 6334-1971 *7RTT WIRR RTltR % faR 

-<fr -fitjfrwt-iNte ft fffvrfe 


38. IS:6372-1971 Rtf fR^tlT^ Pi fRR 

JPJTR ft*F ft faftlPs 


39. IS: 6385-1971 TUT >Mt ft ft 


40. IS: 6391-1971 tftr RfOTT f 

s^T-Sndt frwr ft ffforfe 


41. IS: 6409-1971 0,Ps>T> fFTtRlR % ftl't RTR 
«pt Tnfr tFnr ft 


TR rirtt it ffwtRRT Rfff it ffpi 
lit TTTT it WR % TRR RT"f n"l Ai 
STTtT % fjt T^RTf % ffRR it RTR RSRRft 

rrt tpr uPwiii fRtrfftR ft r£ It i 

(iJTR Ro 3 , 0 0 ) 

TR RFRT ir RTR1RT fWtR MRR TRrf f fWT 
if R1R RRT RRT MpMll( ft Rf ^ I 

(RTR 1» 3. Ofl) 

tr rtrr; *jrtt rrirr RRrrRRRf tir jtirttr- 
fr-fTTf>Rft-fRtR % fim it wtRiri rV: 

RTRRt ¥t RRT RTtWR ft RlfdRt PrafftR 
ft R 1 ? f I 

(*(TR To 4. 00) 

TR RFPT it *jRtT SIRTOR wlR % fRTTifSTTR'- 
•ft- frC$ , wit ffte % Pm r 'R^rwnt ftr 
Rppfr ifr rrt rAwr lit TapRr fHutP4 n 
ft r$ | i 

TR rirrt it Rtf ftpRaig RftR it trr rt% 
Rl% ftTT f Pm if R^OTIT tf|r ariRRt %?f 
ott qftwR «rft Tiftrat it r£ 1 1 
(*J6R To 3 . 5o) 

TR RFTT it imr ’3uft ip tfjsftq % f^-ei^r if 
Rf«RR RV RIRRt tft RRlRTtWR ft R4pT<l t 

PratftR ft R$ Jt I 
(*JTR TO 3 . 5 0 ) 

TR rfrt it srPr trft (ftfrinRi) Propr 
% RfrR^t RTTlff R?r RtR f ftRT qitWR 
T«fRRt it R^ | RRT RTOW RtwiR iff 
pTtrfPCd ft Rf t i 

( I JTR To 3.50 ) 

TR rtrt it rrttt: rPt rtr% % Trit ^rq- qq- 

ROtt !<(!(. TT^ % IdRR it RTR RR Rntt 
ARTT TTR T?T 44ld RRTf Rf | I 
(iJoR To 1 . 50) 


•qr jq #Rqr RRPRR RtRRT TRRt ^ f*T^ IS : 6326-1971,1 PfRCRT, 1972 it RT 1 ^ ft RFTRr | 

RTT^tR RTRTt T?t uPlRf, RTT^tR RTRT ^TRT, 9 Tfl^TRTf TR7T RTR, R^ ftwft RtT RR% RTRTT TTRfRRt ( 1 ) 5 3 4 RTRTT TTRiR 
RT^ R^R Tts, 4 (*r{-7 ( 2 ) 5 RtTRt itTftR, TRTRRRT- 13(3) 54RRTR TtT, RT1R- 2 ( 4 ) 1 1 7/4 1 8 ^t-RRtTRRRT, RRR^T ( 5 ) 5-9-20 l/R 2 
fRRRRT ft %R $TTTTTT -1 (6) RTRRT •JTRt^RRT ttR Rnt, RTRJT, Wf RTWIT- 1 ( 7 ) RR RRTT JjMt ftrfT^R RTfRfTTR JR4TRT RRRtT-2 ?ltT 
( 8) ^t Tft TTTTf fRfTTR (sftRft RftfR) RWt 4 t 1R, 'JRt RTRT it RFR Tit RT RTtfft ^ I 


[Ro Rt^Rft/l3 : 2] 
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MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT, SCIENCE & TECHNOLOGY 

(Indian Standards Institution) 

New Delhi, (he 24 October, 1973 

S. O. 3163 : — fn pursuance of sub-regulations (2) and (3) of regulation 3 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification 
Marks) Regulations, 1955, as amended from time to time, the Indian Standards Institution hereby notifies that the Indian Standard (s), 
particulars of which is/are mentioned in the Schedule given hereafter, have been established during the period 16 March to 31 March 
1972: 


SCHEDULE 


SI. No. and Title of the Indian Standard 
No. Established 

No, and Title of the Indian Standard 
if any, superseded by the new Indian 
Standard 

Brief Particular 

1 2 

3 

4 


1. IS :741 -1971 Code for inland packing of woollen 
and worsted yarn and cloth (First Revision) 


2. IS:899-1971 Specification for tapioca sago 
(SABOODANA) (First Revision) 


3. IS:1065-1971 Specification for bleaching 
powder, stable (First Revision) 


4. IS:1417-1971 Grades of gold and gold alloys 
(First Revision) 


5. IS:1448 (P:24)-1971 Kauri-butanol value 
(P:24) (First Revision) 


6. 18:1529-1971 Specification for blast furnancc 
refractories for steel plants (First Revision) 


7, 1S:1667-197I Specification for toffees (First 
Revision) 


8. IS:1 7 17-1971 Method for simple torsion 
testing of steel wire (First Revision) 


9. *IS:2209-I970 Specification for mortice locks 
(Vertical type) (Second Revision) 


10. (alls :2266- 1970 Specification for steel wire 
ropes for general engineering purposes 
(First Revision) 


11, (gIS:2553-197i Specification for safety glass 

(Second Revision) 


12. IS :27 12-197 L Specification for compressed 
asbestos fibre jointing (First Revision) 


IS:741-1962 Code for inland packing 
of woollen and worsted cloth and 
yarn 


IS:899-1956 Specification for sago 
(SABOODANA) 


IS: 1065-1957 Specification for bleaching 
powder, stable 


18:1417-1959 Grades of gold and gold 
alloys 


1S:1448 (P:24)-1960 Kauri-butanol 
value 


IS: 1529-1 961 Specification for blast 
furnace refractories for steel plants 


18:1667-1960 Specification for toffees 


18:1717-1960 Method for simple tor- 
sion testing of steel wire 


IS:2209-1966 Specification for mortice 
locks (Vertical type) (First Revision) 


IS:2266-1963 Specification for steel 
wire ropes for general engineering 
purposes 

IS:2553-1964 Specification for safety 
glass (Revised) 


IS : 2712-1965 Specification for compre- 
ssed asbestos fibre jointing 


This standard prescribes the procedures 
of packing for the safe transit of woollen 
and worsted yam and cloth intended 
for the internal markets. The require- 
ments of packing materials have also 
been specified. (Price Rs. 2.50) 

This standard prescribes the require- 
ments and the methods of sampling and 
test for sago (SABOODANA) (Price 
Rs. 2.50) 

This standard prescribes the require- 
ments and methods of sampling and 
test for stable bleaching powder. (Price 
Rs. 4.00) 

This, standard specifies six standard grades 
of gold, used in the manufacture of 
articles of gold, based on their gold 
content. (Price Rs. 1.50) 

This method is intended for determining 
the relative solvent power of hydro- 
carbon solvents used in paint and 
lacquer formulations. (Price Rs. 2.00) 

This standard covers the requirements 

for three types of blast furanee re- 
fractories for steel plants, (Price Rs. 2.00) 

This standard prescribes the require- 
ments and the methods of tost for 

toffoes. (Price Rs. 2.50) 

This standard prescribes the method 

of conducting simple torsion testing 
of steel wire having diameter of major 
dimensions equal to or greater than 
0,4 mm. (Price Rs. 2.00) 

This standard lays down the require- 

ments for mortice locks (vertical type). 
(Price Rs. 6,00) 

This standard covers steel wire ropes of 
Ordinary lay or Lang’s lay for cranes, 
excavator and general engineering 
purposes. (Price Rs. 8.50) 

This standard prescribes the require- 
ments and the methods of sampling and 
test for safety glass meant for use j n 
glazing windows and doors of build- 
ings and land transport. (Price Rs, 5,50) 

This standard specifies the requirements 
of compressed asbestos fibre jointing 
suitable for use with water, steam and 
oil. (Price Rs, 4.00) 


♦For purposes of ISI Certification Marks Scheme, IS:22Q9-1970 shall come into force with effect from 1 May, 1972, 

@For purposes of ISI Certification Marks Scheme, IS:2266-1970 and IS: 2553-1971 shall come into force with effect from 

1 April. 1972. 


94 G of 1/73—6 



3732 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : NOVEMBER 10, 1973/KARTIKA 19, 1895 [Part II- 

12 3 4 


13. IS:2720 (Part IX)-1971 Methods of test for This standard lays down the method 

soils for the determination of the dry density 

Part IX determination of dry density-moisture moisture content relation of soil passing 

content relation by constant weight of soil 4.75 mm IS Sieve, using constant weight 

method of soil on oven dry basis in the compacted 

mass. (Price Rs, 2.50) 

14. 18:2835-1971 Specification for transparent IS .'2835-1965 Specification for trans- This standard prescribes the require- 
sheet glass (Selected quality) (First Revision) parent sheet glass (selected quality) ments and methods of sampling and 

test for transparent sheet glass of selected 
quality intended for use in the manu- 
facture of photographic plates, pro- 
jections slides, silvered glass mirrors 
and toughened or laminated safety glass. 
(Price Rs. 5.00) 

This standard covers the requirements 
for wire rope sling legs made from wire 
ropes of the following constructions: 

6x7 Group 6x3 Group 


15. IS:5245 (Part IT)-1971 Methods for splicing 
of wire ropes 

Part II wire rope sli ng legs with ferrule-secured 
eyo terminals 


16. IS:5972-1970 Glossary of pneumatic and 
hydraulic conveying terms and definitions 


17. IS;6040-1972 Test chart for precision lathes — 
lathes with swing over bed up to 500 mm and 
distance between centres up to 1500 mm 


18. 18:6083-1971 Specification for table, obstetric, 
labour 

19. IS:6084-197] Dimensions for 16 mm motion 
picture film 


20. IS:6085-1971 Dimensions for 35 mm motion 
picture film 


21. IS :6074-1971 Code for functional requirements 
of hotels, restaurants and othei food service 
establishments 

22. IS:6107-197] Specification for dried silk worm 
pupae as livestock feed 


23. IS :61 30-1971 Specification for square tec wren- 
ches (spanners) 

24. IS :6138-1 971 Specification for gauging mem- 
bers for plain plug gauges ‘NO GO’ members 
(size range 1 to 30 mm) 


25. IS :6141-1 971 Specification for ship’s single 
sheave blocks without becket 


26. IS :6 149- J 971 Specification for single-ended 
open-jaw adjustable wrenches 


6x19 Group 7x7 Group 
6x24 Group 7x19 Group 
(Price Rs. 5.00) 

This standard gives the definition of terms 
commonly used in the pneumatic and 
hydraulic conveying trade, manufacture, 
installation and usage. (Price Rs. 11.50) 
This standard describes both geometrical 
and practical tests on precision lathes 
with swing over bed up to 500 mm and 
distance between centres up to 1500 mm, 
and the corresponding permissible de- 
viations, with reference to 1S:2063-1962 
‘Code for testing machine tools’. 
(Price Rs. 6.50) 

This standard specifies dimensions and 
other requirements for obstetric labour 
table. (Price Rs. 3.00) 

This standard lays down the dimensions 
for 16 mm motion picture film with 
peforatlons along one and two edges 
(for release positives and sound negatives). 
It also covers magnetic films. (Price 
Rs. 3.00) 

This standard lays down cutting and 
perforating dimensions for 35 mm 
motion picture raw stock film. (Price 
Rs. 3.00) 

This standard lays down the functional 
requirements essential for proper upkeep 
of hotels, restaurants and other food 
service establishments. (Price Rs. 7,00) 

This standard prescribes the i equipments 
and the methods of sampling and test 
for dried silk worm pupae as livestock 
feed, (Price Rs. 2,00) 

This standard lays down dimensions and 
other requirements for sqaure tee wren- 
ches (spanners). (Price Rs. 3.00) 

This standard prescribes requirements 
for gauging members for plain plug 
gauges for ‘NO GO’ member in thr size 
range I to 30 mm. These plain plug 
gauges can also be used to check the 
minor diameter of internal threads 
when made according to IS :421 8-1967, 
'ISO metric screw threads’. (Price 
Rs. 3.00) 

This standard specifies I he material, general 
dimensions and test for ship’s single 
sheave blocks without becket, for safe 
working load of 1 to 12 tonnes. 
(Price Rs. 3.50) 

This standard lays down dimensions 
and other requirements for single-ended 
open-jaw adjustable wrenches. (Price 
Rs. 5.00) 
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27. IS ‘.6156-1971 Code of safety for chlorosulphonic 
acid 


28. IS ;616 1- 197 1 Specification for primer-sur- 
facor, shaving, exterior, red and grey, for 
automobiles 


29 IS :6172-197 1 Specification for hand taps for Partially supersedes IS : 1 988- J 965 
pipe threads, parallel specification for screwing taps 


30. IS .6229-1971 Method of measurement of 
real-car attenuation of ear protectors at 
threshold 


31. IS :623 1-1971 Specification for prismatic angle 
gauges 

32. IS:6248-1971 Specification for metal rolling 

shutters and rolling grills 


33. IS:6281-1 971 Specification for AWL, bone 


34, 1S;6319-1971 Specification for clamp, bone low- 
man type 


35. *18:6326:1971 Specification for equal angle 
milling cutters 

36. 1S-.6333 :1971 Specification for propyl p-Hy- 
droxybenzoate for cosmetic industry 


37. IS '.6331-1971 Specification for butyl p-Hy- 
droxybenzoate for cosmetic industry 


38, 18:6372-1971 Specification for coke for ferro- 
alloys industry 


39. IS',6385 -1971 Specification for saccharin, food 
grade 

40. IS:6391 -1971 Specification for magnetic and 
ceramic phonograph pickups 


41 IS:6400-1971 Mothod for preparation of tea 
infusion for sensory evaluation 


4 


This standard describes the properties 
of chlorosulphonic add, nature of hazards 
associated with it and the essential 
information on storage, handling, 
packing, labelling, waste disposal, clean- 
ing repair of tanks, selection and train- 
ing of personnel, personal protective 
equipment, and first-aid. (Price Rs.7.00) 
This standard prescribes requirements 
and the methods of sampling and test 
for primer-surfaeer, stoving, exterior, 
rod and grey, for automobiles. (Price 
Rs. 6.00) 

This standard lays down dimensions and 
requirements lor hand taps for pipe 
threads, parallel conforming to IS: 
554-1964 Dimensions for pipe threads 
for gas list tubes and pressure 
tight screwed fittings (Revised) (Price 
Rs. 3.00) 

This standard specifies the physical requir- 
ments, psychophysical procedures, and 
means of reporting results of measure 
ment of the real-ear attenuation at 
threshold of any wearable device that 
is designed to protect the auditor 
system against excessive sound, (Price 
Rs. 2.50) 

This standard lays down requirements 
for prismatic angle gauges, (Price Rs. 
5.50) 

This standard lays down the requirements 
regarding materials, fabrication and 
finish of metal rolling shutters and 
rolling grills for normal use. (Price Rs. 
6 . 00 ) 

This standard lays down dimensional and 
other requirements for bone awl used 
in orthopaedic surgery, (Price Rs. 3.00) 
This standard lays dowu dimensional and 
other requirements for Lowman type 
bone clamp used for holding bones in 
orthopaedic surgery. (Price Rs, 3.00) 
This standard prescribes dimensions and 
requirements for equal angle milling 
cutters. (Price Rs. 3.00) 

This standard prescribes the requirements 
and the methods of sampling and test 
for propyl p-Hydroxybenzoate for cos- 
metic industry (Price Rs. 4.00) 

This standard proscribes the requirements 
and the methods of sampling and test 
for butyl p- hydroxy benzoate for cos- 
metic industry. (Price Rs. 4.00) 

This standard proscribes the requirements 
and methods of sampling and test for 
coke intended for use in the ferro- 
alloys industry. (Price Rs. 3.50) 

This standard prescribes the requirements 
and methods of sampling and test for 
saccharin, food grade. (Price Rs. 3.50) 

This standard describes the test methods 
for checking the important characteris- 
tics of phonograph pickups and spe- 
cifies the requirements. (Price Rs. 3.50) 
This standard prescribes a mothod for the 
preparation of infusion of tea for sensory 
evaluation. (Price Rs. 1.50) 


♦For purposes of IS1 Certification Marks Scheme IS :6326-197I shall come into force with effect from 1 December, 1972. 

Copies of these Indian Standards are available for sale with the Indian Standards Institution, Manak Bhavan, 9, Bahadur Shah Zafar 
Mara New Delhi-1 and also its branch offices at (i) Sadhna Tulsivihar, Khanpur, Ahmeriabad-1, (ii) F Block, Unity Bldg, Narasim- 
harah Square Bangalore-2, (ill) 5 Chowringhec Approach, Calcutta-13 (iv) 534 Sardar Vallabhbhai Patel Road, Bombay-7, (v) 5-9- 
201/2- A (First Floor), Chirag Ali Lane, Hydcrabad-1 (vi) 117/418 B Sarvodaya Nagar, Kanpur-5, (vn) 54 General Patters Road, 
Madras-2, and (viii) B.C.T. Building (3rd floor) Gandhi Maidan Hast, Patna-4. 


[No. CMD/13;2J 



3734 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : NOVEMBER 10, 1973/KART1KA 19, 1895 

[Part 11^- 

4Wlf4w ftwro, wit nWrfir41 wwwrc 

WTtrflW WIHW WTWT 

f4?4t, 2 1 1 97 3 

«ftt WT 316 4—41* fWT STHTW JJfT Hft44t 4 5T>t *^$41 4 fif^ WI t HT 4t * .Wntfa $1 HIT $ STiRr 
VX fim wr | 1 

*R«j4t 

HHW oWflHTtHT Wfl*7 

■33? 4®TT cWT jikI 

MHHfllll'O TT HTH OTT T-TT 

TOj/srfiwr wit ftftfttfr >th «fr H^n tfrr Ti*4ra 

ffetwi 

4° *R4 fr M«t 


IS 34 HTH 

^i'Ji'4 ^ M«r 


" ("o T^r 

h) 

"“(4) 

( 5 ) 

( 0 ) 

•wnftrftr wnww 

l. 41qTT/i^-i80i 

wtrtm 4wr twf sit ° fir °, snr- 

4fim 41 sflt 'rfiwri — 

tJH 4l 3958 

31-S-1973 4 HTt 

27-9-1908 

tr*r Hr, fwfr (^potrrirT) 

IS- 410-1967 

fcHTT 9-11-1968 

HcTPtfil 

2. 41 HH/tJH-237 3 

fit 4l^jt ttrtl, JITMHS TW, 

W HHTT — 

4H Wt 2109 

15-7-1973 4 HTt 

22-7-1970 

wh’jt-io 

IS: 579-1962 

ftHfa 29-5-1971 

WTTtftT 

3. 41 iTtr/^-26SS 

tHTfo«F4fit4 (in»)f4o, 20 / 1 , 

WoT HHW TtoTltHrT'fR 

H,H 4t 5027 

31-5-1973 4 fTT 

21-5-1971 

7 r *'"f 4t 4*r, 4^t, 

HITT. TW Tfen 6 fwr */ 

fiRlT 6-11-1971 

wrPTftr 

4. 41 Tnr/qTsr-2995 

(^uiTom ■ 38, J / 1 0 t , 
WWV'TT ) 

0[WpR, 5-W TJ1 rfz, 

4412 ti* wit 9of441 
tr^fl &910 tiofl 0140 — 

IS: 3076-1968 

WmtW llHlXHTtptlH 

V.H ITl 887 

tH Mittfn trrn4ft;T>i 

28-3-1972 

w4fejt-- ! wrTrwr- 2 

f4w — 

feW 24-3-1973 

15-4-1973 4 wt 

S. 4lHK/*5r-2996 

20 8, 41. 41. TIT, 4mr, 

IS: 2 508- 1963 

WW WTW TRfifWlVTfiT fifiFT 

4*T 41 887 

wfwr *rt fitw wn 
<rr wt wfl fM4 

4 tn4t wtTtftr 
HTHr S(TtT 1 

tH 01 1 TT Jlj l 

28-3-1972 

2 -l-'f <.M 'fr (4 '«t<ii*T ) 

IS- 2 5 0 8- 1 9 6 3 

fiRt* 24-3-1973 

15-4-1973 4 WTt 

6- 41 tC*T/tr?T- 3107 

iffum nffir (stto ) 

ftrtlrft 9Ttt 4wr w41 4 

1JH 4t 1948 

WfilH tft ftHT WTT 

HT wt h 41 firf* 

4 TH4t WTTtftfHTHT 
W* 1 

31-7-1973 4 HW 

19-7-197 2 

fifeo, 41-24 isfiiJMH 

foul THTRT 41 4Tt HT* 

ftHtT 14-7-19 73 

HflRffe 


$ttthtt-4o 

3*jf4f4wr hm 41 41 
4lt 4 fil^ 4 

HK — 

IS: 39 8- 1961 



WfilH WH4 h 

7. 41 4h/*H-429 

fit wtstiO 4 ° STT° f4°, 

41 c^r 41 '»i'4fitH44l9 4t- 

l^H 41 2146 

31-8-1973 4 Wt 

30-6-1962 

'ttW Ho 27, 4 9*fl'5| fipft, 

T ? ~ 

ffeHiT 14-7-1962 

wtDrt 

8. 41 inT/<T!T- 1010 

TntFl-tsrf- 1 5 , wnfinr: 

111, tsfi-J’lM tTftrrr^ f*tfpT, 

twf -22 

mtz 5friWH stfWWT (sfTo) 

IS. 562-1962 

Mi90i*fl9 ?lA m— 

<^H 41 987 

15-8-1973 4 tTt 

10-2-1905 

fir ° , (t® 7-i7 ) Dim 1 

IS' 1310-1958 

fil-t It) 27-3-1965 

^tfWT 


(jmfiw: 4/90 IT- 
(WT 0 H 0 ) 
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(i) (2)_ 

9. 1320 

JO- 8-1966 


10. nf t?TT/t^r-20 5 1 
14-8-1969 


11. ^jy^-2221 

29-1-1967 

12. ITT/'I^' 272 -* 

29-7-197 1 


13- fft ^n/l^T-3098 
10-7-1972 


14. tfttpr/OTT-3118 
9-8-1972 


is. tfnj7r/t^-3i2i 

9-8-1972 

16- ^/<^T-3125 

2 1-8- 1 97‘2 


( 3 ) 


(^) 


( 5 ) 


(6) 


or tjn rft — iffr wt 2925 

ftfiprere (%w) ^-3 IS. 56 1-1 96 2 fiw 1-10-1966 

iTfeEra vzz, wrei+re, 

qrrw-2 (%w) 

[•PPrf'TW: TT4 W, 1TTT TtT, 

h i r i ®rre— i ) (^r^5T ttsit)] 

TTW ffr i ■fiKHUuM 'TKJST (^aifi^TW^T) ^ WT 3930 

fa°, 1 560, fTflT 16 rfV, IS. 1 165-1967 ftFTt*P 27-9-1969 

($>rect; on?* gfttz 

-1 1 9*!' ) 


fczif funm , ^5%^ ^ imr — w'T 771 

i qifc pn ; CTJ, nwt IS.561-1962 f?W 28-2-1970 


TOTftw remi, 25 / 1/2 

HWT TTTt^T, TTT fanCWT 
tiT'ers, ipSPFMT- 3 1 [fFI^iT: 
11, TlWF ('Tfret 

6 1 8 11 , 1 ) ] 


WF* Tt^5«Jl^WM t^ir WT 3 7 80 

WT *re efareT*/ forre 1 6 - 10-1971 
t*ft2 

IS- 3076- 19 68 


g^y ^ren: Trefar ffRir, 4 / 1 , ^nr fft ^fbft e fan hit n?r "ft 1948 
^rpT’fft urmr^r Tre, urefr- % fmEir — firefa u- 7-1973 

WTlfT, fWjafT, |ITO, (fdirf- IS. 10-1 970 
mr;3 3, aripfr rprre m, 

4). «nr, 2369, w««ir-2) 


srfa n w (ffwr) rto fa°, 
1 3 i-Mfcjon nffar 
effn?-2 


trwrefl wk ftryfafa % 

fa'? ffakf nWm 

1?17FT t^TS 7—fl — 

IS: 1 OSH- 1968 


tfafre £5*t uNifim, n-L if- 2 , n ww fppftnrt 

yfl fa f UM , wte, TTffPJf/nTS) IS: 4366- 197 2 


Ef <«i t» t9 South', t(f irff- y,Fj<i Miaudfa ?fa ire — 

nnmd , ^rrerfre IS: 1 3 1 o- 1 9 5 8 

XtZz, k-Tlfaire refar far 
ifo 8 eprem'T ('rfHn) 

fwr «TFTT 


15-8-1973 % etn 

FffiRT 


15-8-1973 in ere 
Frffar 


31 - 7-1973 % ere 

31-7-1973 $ ere 

nrfjRi 


15 - 7-1973 ^ ere 
lefiRT 


15-8-1973 % ere 

Frffar 


15-8-1973 $ ere 

1 5-8-1973 ^ ere 

f«rfen 


(no fa q* fa/ 13 : 14.) 


MINISTRY OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT, SCIENCE & TECHNOLOGY 

Indian Standards Institution 


Now Delhi, the 24th October, 1973 

S. O. 3164 — Certification Marks Licences, details of which are mentioned in the Schedule given hereafter, have lapsed or their 
renewals deferred : 

THE SCHEDULE 


SI. Licence No, and 
No. date of Issue 

Name and Address of the 
licensee 

Arlicle/Process and the Rele- 
vant IS : Designation 

S.O. Number and Date 
of the Gazette Notify- 
ing Grant of Licence 

Remarks 

(1) (2) 

( 3 ) 

( 4 ) 

( 3 ) 

(6J 


LICENCES LAPSED 


1. CM/L-1801 
27-9-1968 


Agarwal Metal Works Pvt. Brass sheets & strlps-TS: 410- S. 0.3958 dated 
Lid, Agarwal Road, Rew- 1967 9-11-1968 

ari (Haryana) 


Lapsed after 
31-8-1973 
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1 2 3 


4 


5 


6 


2, CM/L-2373 
22-7-1970 


3. CM/L-2685 
21-5-1971 


4. CM/L2995 
28-3-1972 


5. CM/L-2996 
28-3-1972 


6. CM/L-3107 
19-7-1972 


7. CM/L-429 
30-6-1962 


8. CM/L-1010 
10-2-1965 


9. CM/L-1320 
30-8-1966 


10. CM/L-2051 
14-8-1969 


11. CM/L-2227 
29-1-1970 

12. CM/L-2724 
29-7-1971 


13. CM/L-3098 
10-7-1972 


14. CM/L-3118 
9-8-1972 


15. CM/L-3121 
9-8-1972 


16. CM/L-3125 
21-8-1972 


The Kohinoor Tannery, Sole leather- S. 0.2109 dated 

Jajmau Road, Kanpur-10 IS: 579-1962 29-5-1971 

Plastics Moulders (P) Ltd, .20/1 Low density polyethylene Pipes: S. 0.5027 
Rajen Sett Lane, Belur, pressure ratings upto 6 Kgf/ 6-11-1971 
Howrah (Office: 38, Strand Cm2 & size up to 90 mm 
Road, Calcutta) out side diameter- 1S:3076- 

1968 

Extrusions, 5 Nawabpully Low density polyethylene- S. 0.887 dated 

Street, Cossipore, Calcutta-2 Films — IS : 2508—1963 24-3-1973 


Extrusions, 208 B.T.Road, Low density polyethylene films Do 

Sodepure, 24 Parganas IS: 2508 — 1963 

(W.B.) 


Asian Steel Industries (P) Ltd, 
B-24, Industrial Estato, 
Moulali, Hyderabad-40 


Steel wire for the core of steel- S.0. 1948 dated 
cored aluminium conductors 14-7-1973 
for overhead power trans- 
mission purposes — IS:398-1961. 


LICENCES DEFERRED 


The Hindustan Mineral Prod- BHC water dispersible powder 
uct Co, Pvt. Ltd., Plot No. 27, concentrates — IS:562-1962 

Manganese Depot, Sown, 

Bombay- 15 (Office : 111 
Industrial Area, Sion, 

Bomday-22) 

Plant Protection Products (P) Endrin emulsifiable concen- 
Ltd, (S.RIy) Ncllore Distt. trates— IS: 1310-1958 

[Office: 4/90-A, Nellorc-2 
(A.P .)] 

Entoma Insecticides & Agio BHC dusting powders— IS :561 
Chemicals (Kerala) -1962 

A-3 Shed, Industrial Estate, 

Olavakbt Palghat-2 
(Kerala) [Office : ‘Ram-Kripc'J 
Yakkara Road, Palghat-1 
(Kerala State)] 


S. 0.2146 dated 
14-7-1962 


S. 0.987 dated 
27-3-1965 


S.O.2925 dated 
1-10-1966 


Punjab Dairy Development 
Corporation Ltd, 1560, 
Sector 16 D Chandigarh, 
(Factory at Verka under 
the Style of Mild Plant) 

Eastern Minerals, ) ndustrial 
Estate, Gwalior Road, 
Jhansi 

Climax Plastic Udyog, 25/1/2 
Malakar Para Lane,Buro 
Shibtolla Main Road, Cal- 
cutta-31 [Office: 11, Pollock 
Street, (5th Floor), Calcu- 
tta-1] 

Surendra Kumar Rajendra 
Kumar, 4/1 .lanki Devi 
Jalan Road, Malipanchgar- 
ha, Lilooha, Howrah 
(Office : 33, Netaji Subhas 
Road, Post Box No.2369, 
Calcutta-2) 

Steel Sales (India) Pvt., Ltd., 
131, Industrial Area, Chan- 
digarh-2 

Gromorc Tools Corporation, 
A-l.A-2 Industrial Estate, 
Partapur (Meerut) 

Riverside Insecticides & Fer- 
tilizers, Ambarnath Indus- 
trial Estate, Technicians 
Scheme Shed No. 8, Amha- 
math (West) , Distt. Thana 


Mild Powder (Whole & Skim)- S. 0.3930 datod 
IS: 1165-1967 27-9-1969 


BHC dusting powders-IS :561- 
1962 


S. 0.771 dated 
28-2-1970 


Low density polyethylene S, 0.3780 dated 

pipes, pressure ratings up 16-10-1971 

to 6 Kgf /cm2- IS:3076- 
1968 


Tea-chest metal fittingsTS:10- S.O.1948 dated 
1970 14-7-1973 


Rolled steel section F7B for 
doors, windows-IS: 1038- 
1968 

Agricultural tillage discs-IS: 
4366-1972 


Endrin emulsifiable conccnt- 
rates-IS:1310-1958 


Lapsed after 
15-7-1973 
Lapsed after 
31-5-197 3 


Renewal was deferred 
after 15-4-1973, the 
licence now stands 
lapsed after that 
date 

Renewal was deferred 
after 15-4-1973, 
the licence now 
stands lapsed after 
that date 

Lapsed after 
31-7-1973 


Deferred after 
31-8-1973 


Deferred after 
15-8-1973 


Deferred after 
15-8-1973 


Deferred after 
15-8-1973 


Deferred after 
31- 7-1973 

Deferred after 
31-7-1973 


Deferred after 
15-7-1973 


Deferred after 
15-8-1973 


Deferred after 
15-8-1973 


Deferred after 
15-8-1973 


[CMD/13 : 14] 
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oflTTo 318 5, — fFET FET T r FATcT HR Ao FTFF Wr ( M-H I 'F^T fA^) fMAnT 1 95 5 % fafAPT 8 A ^FTf^FniT (l) 

% t t ^ o r fhAy jthf Aft arF TrfyrfAr f*Rrr frt ^ fr AA tf^A if fAou AAr fA of 139 *pt 'i 4 V+' | ji tit 1973 

if fArr jett £ 1 

5FT*yf 


'* r T FTTAl Tf„ rr*TT f-!f»r 

3tFTT A TTTfO 

"llsAiSTTA FT TPT Ar TFT 

ftAA Ai tryAt ytj/AAit At 

TteFT 

if 

FT 


Tmf IS ■ TY OPT 

(0 (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

( 6 ) 

1 . A <FT/r'F- 1 3 1 

1-7-1972 

30-6-197 3 

i <5tlf A SA Pro, A STFT, TITT 

A O? A YFT OTTYT — 

24-8-1959 




IS ' 5 61-1982 

2 iff (Fr/tm-132 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 


A A ASWF9TTTC — 

24-6-1959 




TS . 561-1961 

3. iff rrjr/tTTT-i 34 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

AjT A??fF A» fir* , A> 22 5 [At- 

14 faA A FTTfTT FTO — 

15-7-1959 



FTTT iff AfAt-30 

TS 1 1063-1963 

4 A rrir/(Tsr- t 7 5 

18-7-1972 

1 5-7-1973 

ArfAr itto firo, 210 AA fy-AA 

( 1 ) AA4A Ate ttAAp A 

14-3-1960 



Ay, orfAr, T^rf-i 6 

FTlA ( 0.1 AwY AiTT rjrr) 





IS : 220-1959 





( 2 ) ftA-fcff Site qnAAr At A 





ftt^T ( 0.2 stEwt Ayt >m)- 





IS ■ 1581-1960 

5 A At/AT- 176 

16-7-1972 

1 5-7-1973 

■fafi-r-T 3To % 0 , 210 %A TnryfTTf 

ArA if srA ttySt Ar A mfi— 

1 4-3-19 80 



At, Mr%JT, STFTf- 1 6 

IS : 1 221-1967 

6 . iff AT/AT- 2 G 8 

1-7-1972 

31-5-1973 

5TTF iTlM 1 fffffTTT TTAfAJET 9 1 iff 

if it if tt fArAfk off 'ttfti- 

30- 1-1961 



%r faftAr, 1 8 5-ffRT YFlf-2 

IS : 562- 1962 

7. iff lFT/tT^-363 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

A -1 40-1 TfTo fA°, if iff -FR", 409 F 1 - 4 : 

Af %A Stf Arr 7 . 5 fr TT (10 

30-1 1-1961 



*AA ftffr At, Ptty tAt ifft 

ter ft ) ?pe A’ AAf A Atr-r tiA - 




tA, - 4 , 41 - 5 9 

IS : 3 2 5-1 96 1 

8- A tFf/tpf-370 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

rjATF ArjA 5TTO Fro, 1 9 4 / s 7 

FRIT TFraiTT TTAA — 

22-12-1 961 



AsT-TT At, -jffihmr, STFTf-60 

IS : 1251-1958 

9. iff TH/tFT-375 

18-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

^T^TTH^m nun? T tidy ^0 

1 8 -off it q 0 A 1 < fAr- 

12-1-1962 



tfTo f?To, 5- J iVl STCST TtS - 

IS : 916-1966 




tttpyr., T>n i’ 2 3 


10. Ilf lHT/HlT-382 

18-7-1972 

1 5-7-1973 

ft#: AffAAA tA, vmj AffjTF 

A-r AA 3 rfter Att 7 , 5 fT 0 

9-2-1962 



^'•2'i, nATA fjjM, 5 <,63 3 1 At 

TTO ( 1 0 jJT FT) FT % V >3A 




tAA (ofAo) T^rf 

Att ttA— 





TS : 325-1961 

1 1. iff AT/AM31 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

Ypim v 1 ^t-T 1 ji h Cm Pm 4 y, 

I RF6T TFTTT A iteF TTrf tfiAr 

18-7-1962 



'fc'rerff, fhrr'jT; Ay, ijA 

fFTT 4 % Arr^te — 




24-9T6YI 

IS . 814-1970 
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(>) 


(2) 


1 2 »ft mr /"W- 1 5 6 
1 4-9-1 4 f' 2 


(3) 


i 6-7-197: 


(4) 


(*) 


15-1-1971 trft jftfR^nOT (r^rt), fafft^ft 
R>R ft*, tfatft TOftTft, ft'"ft 


( 6 ) 

tTfr *r iri 

RRRT fft 
rtrItr ft 

Twi <\ Wlf WIT ft*W 

O ft^Tftr 250/440 ftr 

osjOiiiii 

2 ) rrrotr 
4R 41 9 

3) ritrs 210 / 140 ; 

(150/ 1 1 00 R> 


rTT^IT 

TOTRT 

rrjtijFf- 

Ptrr 


4) iftr *rk 610/ 1100 ftRRRTRi 

’Tfrfirftrr 

5 ) TOITTOT 610/l 100 RT 
wrt ar> 


13 iff tm/lPT-.13 5 
30-4-1963 


14- 4ft tnr/rpr-557 
2-7-1963 

15 4ft'Pr/'PT-.161 
11-7-1963 


1-7-1972 


1-7-1972 


<l) ftt Wit WIT TOftWI Ttfrwi 


fi) 210/440 

«rHr Rift 


7) RTftft, 

s) iTO# 

RP=ft 


^9^4 0141 


9) iftlW, 

ijrft *Ar tft* 

IS : 434 (WIT 1 2)— 1 964 


30.(5- 1 973 H|4 I. ftn?R RT« ffto, fft^ZWRltY, ft*l'4'ft , ftTftft5' r l 1 '/■'( In ['Kl +i -qiRifl 

RiftR TORPR, (ROT ftTR) Rift ( 2 50 ftYr 6.10 Rto 1?¥) — 

IS: 694(ROT 1 iftr 2)— 1 964 


30-0-1973 


o; n ftt wYt rrift tot tot to — 
IS • 398-1 9B1 


1-8-1972 


31-7-1973 7TTRT fftpjftR ftfSROT fft°, RlOTMl 
TtT, 3i fill'll- 5 3 


«RTOf *ftr RiftlTEf RRlft % ftrr ftsij- 
ftR RRR, ITCR 3, ifar 1, 2 TTTR 2, 
#R 1 — 

IS 13 2 2-1970 


16. 4ftt^/^-597 
31-10-1963 

17. ftttpT/r^r-198 
7-11-1963 


j (5-7-19 72 15-7-1973 ftllfftR hh^c fftfrotR, ftlNHf, Pm* *h 41 fTlftr ftt OTT|ft — , 

RfftT TOR, fttft JTTO Ttf, IS : 789-1955 
ROTt-59 

l-g-1972 31-5-1973 *l'l{43q RftfftfR^T ( ) , 43- l) 'ft ftf ift TlftlR ftTH-T (wftT RTft 

T^fTRT, RfftRTRR *fk fRRT 4W Rift) TtT^ft fttT 

RtRT TOW <IWjfftfftRR RRTTf Rift 
250/440 RT 6 5 0 / 1 100 ftfcT — 

2) <ft ftt fft ftfTOT nftr <ft tY 4ft 

Rift, TOlt RT RftT 5|^, 3 RT 4 ftYT 
Rift ft4TT,RtRT RT 014 ftiPlRO TOTTRft 
Rift, 250/440 RT 650/1 100 Rfo 
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(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(A) 

18- fft tTjr/trsr— 014 
.'11-12-1963 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

5mT4 (srro) ffta, 

l—’TPTTCflT 

3 ) fim flfM qi$0 w%- 

250/440 ^ 

[S : 694 (wr 1 2 ) — 1 9 6 9 

ft % WH K M "1 

*flr ^ fwr snrf 

(fttiyftEi iftft — 

TS 1 1838-1961 

19. ?ft rrir/ciTT 639 

27-2-1964 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

TTTT y 1 ffto, ft 

'Ti 1 g i , (rm ) 

'ft ftt ftt ftfer (*rrft ^j€t) ftr^ft 
, 1 1 0 0 ftt 0 qrnpfTft 

IS : 1 554 1 ) — 1 964 

2 0. ift 1T4 /iT51-565 

7-5-1964 

1 6-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

ftf 0 , jjn^TT 

Wf-70 

ftr^fTT TFTRf (*rmr fV'Tn ) — 

IS : 226-1 969 

21. 4t 'T’T/’T^T- 666 

7-5-1964 

16-6-1972 

1 5-6-197.3 

1 j n 

IR-TIH 759T4 (4mH441 f$4Jl) — 
IS : 1977-1969 

22. 4ft iriT/^-flRl 

17-6-1964 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

fe 7f744 4ft4 4lft44 fto?*r ffto, f44 
firfm, (ftiftr (wt) 

4T444T fiqni (4T1441 f$44l) 

IS : 226-1969 

2 3. 4ft lTif/lfW-69 2 
17-6-1964 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

n >1 

4144141 74414 (44(4441 ftpur) — . 

TS : 1977-1 969 

24. ifr ipr/iriT-6a5 
17-6-1964 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

-T444 TtfftTT 404 EJftr ftn^fT ftf o , fftafft 
£19,4 1 7ft4 2 4^1 i, 4kT+tII 

444441 74414 ( 61445 f$*>4 ) — 

IS : 226-1969 

2 5. 4ft 474 / 434-6 8 6 
17-6-1964 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

-1 yfo 14 AfftiT tnnr 4ft4 fft ° , ftrff 

f454, 1 tftr 2 ^444 T^VZ 4lc1t>41l 

44441 74414 (4TtJ14Hl ft. *-6 ) — 

IS : 226-1969 

26. 4ft 44Af51-697 
25-6-1964 

27. 4ft qir/<T5T-699 

25-6-1964 

1-8-1972 

19-7-1972 

31-7-1973 

15-7-1973 

4714 7ft%4? iftrfsft 41° ffto, 37- 
WPfftj TtT, 411411444114.41714-2 6 

447$ 4144 77f£r4 4T° ffto, 4U441 
TVS, 4184, 444lf 

14 4T4ft «ftx 4ift 1T4 414 511719. — 

TS : 398-1969 

feirfftp 444, nrpftNft — 

TS • 1675-1 960 

28. 4ft 174/^-7 5 8 
14-8-1964 

16-6-1972 

1 5-12-1972 

Of 4144 44$4 y*S f$44 41 ° ftl ° , 

'3414 41° S6‘n'~SsfT^r <Tfrm, 
'sftrwifjT'jiiftrT (^Eoi'ot) 

4174417474 $ f-fo, 5444 547141 4174 

1, 2, 3 — 

TS 155 1-1959 

29. 4ft 174 / 17^-780 
10-9-1964 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

44° 414c* »|«] TT07 744T, 14(), 4PT- 
SZV^T 5H4 ° 14 o 1J71 xlf, 44741, 
4444441-28 

tft45T $ Tftft 441 4174 (nftfel cifan: 
4174) 1 5 fftift 4TW — 

IS : 1703-1968 

30. 4ft 174 / 17^-829 

6-1 1-1964 

1 6-6-1972 

15-6-197 3 

$444 77(45414 444ft$ifl4, 99/ 100 
WFJTT ft¥, 4t74, ST^f-78 44° 

»ft° 

4444r 74414 (4T441 f$54) — 

IS : 226-1969 

31. 4ft 174/451-830 

6-1 1-1964 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

11 11 

44441 74414 (414144 f$^ii)_ 

IS : 1 977-1969 

3 2. 4ft 174 / 1714 - 110 7 

6-7-1965 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

4144 $454 4To f4°, 4T54r4 (4S4 
$51$) 

4444r 7*944 »7t $44 4P# $f?74 

% f44 7445 ^— 

IS : 819-1970 

33. 4ft 174 / 1714 - 1 108 
6-7-1965 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

ftfSET 4*ftl4 fft 0 4-1' FT i s 1 , TVS, 4i ft *N| 
(^$) 3F4f -66 

$cft414: Tftr 4lft4ft4 4T4lf $ fftrr 31 T 41 
4$ 5ftt ^ 74414 $ WIT— 

IS : 279-1 961 


94 C. of 1/73—7 
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(i) 


( 2 ) 


(3) 


(*) 


(*) 


( 6 ) 


34. 41 109 

6-7-1965 

35. 41 4*r/H*T-1166 
11-1 1-1 9 6 5 

36. 41 tnr/Q^T-lieB 
3-12-1965 

37. 41 inr/qST-1 171 
6-12-1965 


41 rnr/tRT- 118 5 
17-12-1965 


39. 41 trrr/li ?T- 1 2 1 9 

3-3-1966 

40. 41 oTT/qsr-mo 

3-3-1966 


4 1. 41 tpr/nsr-i 248 

22-4-1966 


4 2. 41 nR/nsr-1271 

31-5-1966 

43 . 41 irtf /rn=r- 1273 

31-5-1 966 

4 4. 4t trw/nKT-1 275 
31-5-196 6 

4 s. 41 i28i 

1 5-6-1966 
46- 41^/4^-1282 
23-6-1966 


16-7-1972 


1-7-1972 


1-7-1972 


16-7-1972 


16-8-1972 


1-7-1972 


1 5-7-1973 WTH 5 €l'T fao , t*TTtti 4tt, 
4rdt41 ('It) ^Rf-66 


1-8-1972 31-7-1 973 WlRt 4351 tt4, WJH 


31-8-1973 45*1 44*1^*11^6 Out nffaipitf, 

1 1 OASffljiH Ttfe 4flt-(Ro5r) 

30-6-197 3 TTtt tltW tTo fits, ft difl 9 1 41 , 
[-ltd 4i69l’l| (ttt 1*4*1 ) 


1 5-7-1973 456/426, 

fRforfr rrf, tft4r frnfnfl, 

fe4l-9 


1 5-8-1 973 4t4l3n4 f^*R?Pf¥r 4<>, 4nf4mr, 

fSRT (i?o Rs ) 

30-6-1973 3-0 

(to toot) 


1-7-1972 30-6-1973 


1-7-1 972 30-6-1973 £ tTTf 41 4fl fafttt, iTTtt, 

R 7 FT -1 

16-6-1972 15-12-1972 fn*TR 4if4n?*T, 1 2 7, 3 J 0=5*1 T ^falT, 

trfPit 

16-6-1972 15-6-1973 4^ VTt4lRIMN *Ft 41, (tlPIt) 

ttt 14*41 

16-6-1972 1 5-6-1973 Rtt nURT *t4l fit, TpjRH; 

1-7-1972 30-6-1973 50ft RIPT TTo f4o, 1 4/ 1 

faHt RtTT 4N, nHtWM (flfnmtl) 


% *TR — 

IS : 280-1962 

4W5T 4t ti*r tftr tOwt-ft* 

41 $1 tnr 37, 

IS- 410-1967 

41 41 41 tsrftR'Mt ^4 — 

IS- 565-1 961 

ftriNfr im nral 4r 

41 *4tt tr% rht41 % 

FRI VMIt 4 9(4 * 

IS; 398-1961 

( 1 ) 41 41 41 flftnr %t*r, irr^t: 4tr 
RWjfRfWR tranf tF% »J>T tnl 
41 t fanr tr^r 250/440 4t» 
4t tflt 650 / 1100 4r# 

( 2 ) 41 41 41 Hftm %t*r, 5 ^ nlR 
i'/'IImIhir - 41*1 til tT~r 8 tFt tr^ 
250/440 41 o 4t— 

IS : 694 (V 1 T >1 2 ) -1964 
HTRPf 5TW M04 *[t tFIlH *fl ROT 
wf- 4fwi 4> f*TR 
TS : 814-1970 

( 1 ) RJT*ft 4 % >pt 41 % Pro 

IRiin 7^4— 

IS : 1 855-196 1 

( 2 ) «rr4f 4 tftrir % far* r^rra 4; 

— ■ 

IS : 1 8 56-1966 

( 1 ) RTRT-I t4ir*Ttfl tOtf fat* 

t*TRT $ R?T — 

IS : 2266-1970 

( 2) 41tRTf TTtf % fat* tTftR 
3TFTT Cl'TTl % 0 1 N, T*4“ — 

IS : 2 581-1 968 

o;Pjt nr rtt*t41 , -t 4*t it — 

IS. 1310-1958 
rtfljnp 'TrR'TRlt iTt It — 

IS 1310-1958 

trOljrfTFmttt ?T3T It — 

IS . 1310-1958 

*hrf4 htt — 

IS ; 831-1966 
crttiK ntrt ntt — 

IS : 2553-1 964 
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4 7. 44 tT’T/tpT- J 2 R 7 
28-6- 196 0 


48. ffttTJT/^-12 89 


30-6-1966 


49. 44 tim/oiT- 1 2 U 0 
3 0-6-1966 
50- lftipT/^T-130 7 
28-7-1966 

51. 4t tpr/lpT-l 35 6 
30- 1 1-1966 


52. 4t ^/6[5T-138i 
30-12-1 966 


53, 4t tni/om-1393 
15-2-1967 

54. fflOTl/r^T-1407 

14-3-1967 


1-7-1972 30-6-1973 WT SR iiuff 140,117^^1^7! 4Y4 *61 7H ! T, 1 Mllfl mim 1 "it 

WU IT-T 9ST Tts, WW, TWTWr- 2 8 4Eim =t4 4mT11 Ztfsmt, 15fjpft 

4k 20 f44t *11*71, 4k 15 f44t 
20 Drtfr 4k 25 f44t *i4 
ITIT 4tfi71 — 

IS : 781-1907 

16-7-1972 15-7-1993 T 7 idO 1P?4 TT° fir 0 , bin'll 5r+.l£ % mfmW WTEET- IS'2556 

fwiT kit ikm «THT °WM' (TT 2 4 6lfr( 1 0)- 1 967 
(fiRm) 

1-7-1972 30-6-1973 f wk k W f4°, 4t W3E1 tHTFT -1 mmTfamEr Tm4ET flm amTS : 2 5 6 7- 

1963 

1-8-19 72 31-7-1972 f4 Id T- "9 16T qli* ^fnT 4 0 ITT 0 El ° , 'jhi Itm 7 -1 1 T mT4 4tlk *TT h414hT 

0° S, 4TO %V rek, TOfT ffT-29 WnT-IS 2645-1964 

16-7-1972 31-12-1972 ^TT'imfT 4 [4m Eim 0 r ^ 0 4, ° El°, 4l 'W 4t lET Ed li'f[7 m ,j \ -i 7 I d i 1- 

1T5J7, nnkmusm, THmUTTFTT IS 562-1962 

‘ '4 1 4 f VT-I ) 

1 6-7-1972 15-7-1973 $4Eh 71*41 Er°, 77l4E4t, f4m lkk n*7 ntfEtf % El^ m*4 Tpjmf 

TRET muni wskt *67711 tit, 4r Er4 wejfi skkfni muff 

*n=T5-59 Wl^t- IS. 1222-1969 

16-7-1972 1 5-1-1973 ElWl k4En*TFl, TnfmK, 9/ 1 2 2, iff om lit TrwfW 4m IRlS:632- 

EEfisn'i, timn 196b 

1-7-1972 30-6-1973 '1177 71° El°, EgUmkl, Eimi 4lEr4kr kftm nk 71 4t 44 afar *TT9r 

mWim ( 70571 177 ) 477 *PYt 4k Jijk ^Tct 

qniEifkw mraVt mr%T S: i 5 9 b- 


55 . ^0^/1^-1451 
8-6-1967 

56. 7ft ITTr/l^T- 145 2 
8-6-1967 


16-6-1972 15-6-1973 o*f4m kRfVm Et°, IoEET *115, EdOltd fWfTlT *71*51 7TTT 

tin 4t try, 4k>nm, mw#- 62 imranr mi 4m !W-IS 2172-1902 


1 6-6-1972 1 5-6-1973 


fir«H'TrfT vn*m Tin mkr** % 
4m ^4 4 t4 d4Emi-IS.23 58- 


57 . ifrti7i/o > m-i45 3 


16-6-1972 15-6-1973 


8-6-1967 


58 . ml iim/ijm-1455 

12-6-1967 


59. iff 1711/1151-1464 
20-6-1967 


60. 4t l^/l 11T-14G8 
29-6- 1967 


44mf 4 m<rr4 4* mimm 7 k 

TTH'T-IS: 3284- 1965 


16-6-1972 15-6-1973 <t«l't5f TJjTTifS'S' fo JIT 0 f-1 0 , ^llTTT Tl) mmTim Tirifl 4l El4 TT5T 

Ti*6m7 mnomrat ^itct (mmt^ tff 3 mE ^54) '444 isoEnE 

3 00 El4T 5Rl*miT i lTl4'-IS.7 8 0 - 
1967 

1?) 8119! % ElT nw, 

4ml 1 534 qmrnnr 350 f4mt 

4 1200 (44t mm mum ti4- 
IS2906- 1 96 7j 

1-7-1972 30-6-1973 4l?-l o?^firEl7TJT JH° El 0 , 971 4tm ^ 07^Erf4TT (lililE) 4k fFTim 

4ift maw 4k, 4Em tth 0 13 sEwEwtk^EiEi7w(ii4tiim ttr) 
irwrk- 1 6 mwm- IS: 398 - 1 96 1 

1-7-1972 30-6-1973 TT M. O^-IIS irflTTl, ^1^4 fkm- IS. 829-1966 

mmtiT W 51 : 
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1 
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6 

61. 

Ht qn/qH- 14 7 4 

1-8-1972 

31-7-197 3 

HITT fcftHTTTH HT° fH°, qilettHT, 

TTTTf-y-f TTHIFftT IT- IS' 1 0 5 4- 


13-7-1967 



HTTTTTT (HTHT) 

1962 

62, 

HtqH/qH-1475 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

77 

q%H TT TTWfrtl fEr TT-IS: 13 07 


13-7-1967 




-1958 

63. 

Ht qn/qH-1476 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

17 

trfj^H TT HTHH^ftH itH IT-IS:1310- 


13-7-1967 




1958 

64, 

Tft qn/qH- 15 0 7 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

irnr WNTf filo, (h4 

IHTTH % 5H-IS: 2552- 1970 


1-9-1967 



?[3Tt) 2 4-977187 ( Ho WHITT) 


6 5. 

Htqn/qH-15 27 

1-7-1972 

31-12-1972 

lftT#lHiTTH qn q<4H» tPttth, 

tftfrfr ^hh tott-IS: 594-1961 


15-9-1967 



TTTTTH^TH, THTtft fT^ ft!, 






FTTTTTH TTTTT, HUH- 4 5 


6 6. 

ffrrnr/rr^-160 5 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

HTTH st^tTst EkRtH $ qjo To, *[4.9 4 

HFT Tt % fH0[ HT5 % fafeH- 


5-M9 68 



urfnr T 1 0®, 

IS: 10- 197 0 





(mti hhh) 


67. 

tftqH/qH-165 3 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

Sfo qHo T^Tq^T To, HfmjT TIT, 

TFT T?t 'tfaft % faq Tit 


13-3-1968 



HHHT HHT, fTHT HWflHT 

HfjHfTS: 10-1970 

68. 

TftqH/qH- 108 S 

[l(i- 5-1972 

15-11-1972 

eft. ^TTT, , ■hPf.JT ^"PT^TT, 

rftn >Jtft fhiH hItt 2. 2 fr tt 


13-4-1968 



Tt 9 WITT- 8 

( 3 IJT TT) ft 7 . 5 fT TT (10 






it) 'q’ >^oft % fm tt^- 






IS: 325-1 96 1 

69. 

tft qH/<7H- 1711 

10-6-1972 

1 5-6-197 3 

Hffw hht, q*r/ e, ssf^FT 

'glHTH, TWtTKT tflT TTT%JTTH 


19-6-1968 



TTfTHT, HWHT HfT 

(TtH TftjH ) -IS: 417-1969 

7 0. 

Hi qn/qH- 1712 

1-7-1972 

31-12-1973 

JTiftrT 1 ? T Tf'4YT J 3 ♦n/ 2,^TfT^T?T 

hth Tft tfofi % faq Tntjr Tft 


4-6-1968 



rrFw, tTTTT, Fsf^TT 

HfjrfTS: 10-1970 

71. 

Htqn/qH-1713 

16-6-1972 

’ 15-6-1973 

HTTH T^tH VF fH°, HHtT, fWHT 

4J5 IHTFT Tt Hfant-I S: 1 2 3 9 ( HTH 1 ) - 


6-6-1968 



TITHT, (fEWTI ) 

1968 

72- 

TftqfT/qH-1722 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

TV-HH1tTT IflfTJTfH fHo, 7ft #1 

(t) Hiftrt fTTtwrat tt^ 


14-6-1968 



Ttf, ^it^T-l, fTHT T5TTH 

jflH HTT 1 % HIT- 






TS: 4800 (HFI 4 )- 1 9 6 8 






(«) tEjit nrff % firq ^4 hh 






HEntT?^ HTT-TS:4800 (HFT5)- 






1968 

73, 

Tftqn/qH-17 29, 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

f^To, wnjY, 

VPft % Frli' TI^T 


27-6-1968 



fHHT HtHoft (h^TTT^) 

( ) - p 4 Ti ft - 1 , 300 






fri Ft ei ^ % TrrT^r Tr^-IS’ 7 8 o - 






1969 

7 4. 

Hi qH/qW- 17 4 3, 

16-7-1972 


ifVqT TRT TrHfftHH RTo, Ht5^TT 

4tHH Tt H^/Hf^FTf-IS:410-19 67 


15-7-1068 



TTlt, HTfviHT TTTHT faHT fH^^H 






Tflprri^f (fa^TT) 


75. 

TftqH/qH-1752, 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

fT¥ (TfTHT ) STo fHo, 22/ 1, 

WfTTff 45 THi % TTTT <At 


22-7-1968 




T^-TS: 198 9-1957 

76- 

TftqH/qoM757, 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

i Wlf rft 4ft fHo, fTHH, H3TH-1 

*t rft it TFRFftT StT IT-IS: 6 33- 


29-7-1968 


1958 
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3 
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77- # qJT/t^T-1786, 
11-9-1068 

7 8. 41^/^-178 7, 

1 1-9-1968 

79. 4kk/'k'- 1807, 
9-10-1968 


80- 41^/^-19 55, 
23-4-1969 


81. 41 cpr/l^*r- 1 9 5 6, 
23-4-1969 


82. 41^/^-1986, 
5-6-1969 

83 4V t^tT/t^ST- 199 5, 
30-6-1969 

84. 41^/^-1097, 
30-6-1969 

8 5. 41^/^-1999, 
30-6-1969 
8 6- 4t^/i£T-2010, 

8- 7-1969 

8 7. 41 tpl/l^T-20 1 5, 

9- 7-1969 


8 8. 4ltTJT/iT5T-2020, 
1 5-7-1969 

89. 41ini/^-2023, 
23-7-1 969 


90- 4!tpT/lJPr-20 3 8, 


1-8-1972 

1-8-1972 


31-7-1973 413TT UTo f%°, 'PktTIT, 

ETRlk {4T3TT) 

31-7-1973 — ^1 — 


41. IT’T. 41. WIT 4mt-IS'5 61- 

1 962 

flfl €1 ’JIT'T MI"dlK-IS:5 64-l 96 1 


6 16 1 '4 st4tt ^5 4f4lfl 41 
srpP 4R*o % flk ii-fTjk 
£1TT (lTJT-307254)-IS: 814- 
1970 

4C4RT OTTor (irmr Rw)-ij$ 

tiETH ip 41%, 2 5 f441 UPP WTTTT 

*lT?l ; f'1 % 'H'lJ IVt'/l H O 4 

i<FTk % # wr tn% 
1S:226- 1969 

4 -4 -II ^ FTR ( Rif 6 ) -1J^ |FTR 

% 41%, 25 f44r ir Him wl, 
wk % ’n^ kwn 4k 

Hf44 1 fl % ft fTT-1 , #4- 

IS: 197 7-1969 

16-6-1972 1 5-6-1973 ^Rfr pTlfra TO iRNkf ^ tr^RrRlW (tr IT 41) 4tT WW 

(hto) Rfo, jtptI ijtiiflfiHi tk, stRthRth i^ftjflrFoTiTT (it 41 ittt 
tNI (f«r?R) anr) «nrki -IS: 3 9 8- 1 9 e 1 

1-7-1972 30-6-1973 f4 OTT IJIR IT# f%o, ¥1WT Rk-IS. 4100-1967 

Riitr 5 f-fti r*r im ) 

1-7-1972 30-6-1973 4<W 4° tr-21 ^ ti^fakiTiT (l^4t) 4k TTFTT!T 

11 - 12 , 4t?4o i uwtiT jtRrRr ^pjjfkfkiRT (it 41 ^ 
W, RtSIT (iJTRTT) 3TR) 'TTfTT-IS: 39 8- 1 9 6 1 

1-7-1972 30-6-1973 qiT 35T$ tSRTk STo Rr°, 2 l/l^f/ 7, ^TR # 4fo4 % f# % R4kr- 

#tttt qRw 4tr, wtot-s IS: 10-1070 

1-8-1072 31-7-1973 # 4%TT trn* 4o fRo, 84, k[4t 4 R# fafaff 3TT|R-IS: 

TT#, ikRRJT, 4u4k-22 2052-1968 

16-7-1972 15-7-1973 41 o % 5 Ft' I qfff 4 4-3TRfklR 4k 4141 Tk u f 4liC 0.75 Rio k o 

PtSi, TT'JTHTTT fkT (l |To ipo) 4 2,2 Rr° HT° 

ar^rmr, 1 24-kfk% tk-wr#- 1 3 ( 3 jjto tto ) tttt Y #41 % fm 

IRTf-IS: 325-1961 


16-10-1971 15-10-1972 3R?t4t 4t ItffkH HTo f%o, 

fwrcrjr 4k, (*t° tto) 

1-5-1972 304-1073 ^?#T klfT 44# ftRTT, 601,‘4t41 

tr 4k, uni's <i, fkrff - 32 


1-5-1972 304-1973 — #1 — 


107-1972 


1-8-1972 


15-7-1973 WR 6 f?6'4 itu* 1 2-4lR?W 

ttRitt, trjt qfknr, (trottr) 


i^kyk w Tm4k kr jr-1 S- 1 3 1 0 - 

1958 


31 - 7-1973 afkiTTmi^n-in itht 4?r, 3oa/ 1 -^, 4441 dkkl >P Rk wfkTfi 41 41a: 

irTfJrrckTTr, 4ki fk, nik ifirk aok V-IS:25 48- 

Rf41-7 1967 


1-8-1972 31-7-1973 4444k 4fkT JITo f%o, 172/7, 41#^# TT# 12.5 41aX kt 

0m41a41 kr, i wfl titt tt: it'tR wfl i o 
4kt 4k 1 2 . 5 41rr mnt Tr# 
41^ 41 Vtfr (wfr 15 
4kt: Huif wfr wr 41 4f¥ut- 
IS: 7 7 4-1971 


31-7-1969 
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12 3 4 5 6 


91. RtoiTRo/iTTTo 2039, 
31-7-1969 

92 nrRo/iTRo-2040 
31-7-1969 

9 3 RTo DTTo/tr^ro-2040 
18-8-1969 


94. Tffo tnTo/triT- 20 52 
18-8-1969 

95. #o l^o/^o-209a 
30-9-1969 

96. tfto i7ro/r^To-2 099 
30-9-1969 

97- Rio RRo/nRo-2105 
8-10-1969 


98 tfto (nio/iTWo-2100 
8-10-1969 

99 #o ipTo/rnjro-2 109 

1 5-10-1069 

100- Rto TTRo/RTro-2127 

2 8-10-1969 


101. fflo Tnro/trsfo-2 1 45 
24-11-1969 


102. tfto qTTo/lTitTo-2140 


1-8-1972 31-7-1973 t^T % R1RR; R5ft mil sfft, 65, 'fifRT RTR 'Ifcfl % pT? tITJ % fttfeR- 

$TT, 5RTf35r IS: 10-1970 

1-7-1972 30-6-1973 fo rt£o Sfo 'lA ffto, aft |f[rRR, rft>R5RiR TTWfW M- 

RITR -1 fS 3423-1967 

1 6-8-1972 15-8-1973 ft RftTrftfcR $ dR9i P H: TTJWT ^ fttf f*rFHCT WT?TT~ 

rt%1rr RtRiR^t ftr<>, prt^r, TS: 2 o 52 - 1 968 

RT1JT1 RTTR, ftlRT urw? (r^t 
TTTr) 

16-8-1972 15-8-1973 " ’’ ' Rftrff ITT 5JJRT- 

IS' 1 374- 1968 

1-7-1972 30-6-1973 ffiRRR ^fdtRTTJR, l*fw, tffo ito £to RtRRRfa IR- 

ftftnil (Ro Ro) IS' 6 3 3-1956 

1-7-1972 30-6-1973 %RRR 'VdtRI^SfR, 5-TRf^R'R Crftirr, Rff]pT IT RTR'ftt’T RR SR- 

ftftwr (Ro Ro) IS- 130 7—1958 

16-6-1 9 72 15-6-197 3 R“P* R1RTR it? J^TR RRlfr, ^TRT, TRft RRRR % fail R»I Tfaj 1J| 

RRff-70 ^RTR Wt RSR RRTR RrRt RRTRT 

rIt _ j»r rtrtr rir 4 RT<ff 
STTTR fafR RftRT- 
IS: 1139-1 966 

16-6-1972 15-6-1973 ipft RTRTR RR T#|7T RR?I fao, RRRR R: ftft 5 yf RTpft 

^ 1MT, R4R$- 7 0 ^TRTR ft^'R dR— 

IS: 1786- 1966 

16-7-1972 1 5-7-1973 HRftR 'tftlRIfRR RTo fao, R 8 *TR «fro IJRo Rt° HTTR RTRTT— 

TtT, RTRR 1 R, fort RRRfa (r IS: 5 6 1-10 62 

16-8-1972 15-8-1973 RRTTRTFT RRTtR RTo ftro, gRt (Rl) RTRMftr RRIRRIT 

rrt 4gr rft, rrIA ttrirt Rnrt fftrrj fjw 

RWk RfSlR (r*JT TTRr) IS.5100-1909 

(R() WlA fRftR RRRT 
ffR-, RRien: fa rtrt- 
IS' 5 10 1-1969 

(R) RTaft fRtftl RTt RRTRX 
rtrI (59 td fysr— 

IS: 5 102-1969 

(R) Rttf RTR^R ifa RTRt 

f^r- 

IS 5 103-1969 

16-7-1972 15-7-1973 iJRftTT 1TTRR, JftR ftftjR RT^ JRTT— 5.5, 7, 8 , 5, 10 

«T!R! Ro 1 , RRft JR, vV, 12 TtdT rIt 4 , 5 , 6 . 5 , 

rTtV Rtf, Rt?T72 Ro ITRc 7.5 RiT 9 Rftt RRff RTR- 

IS: 2 3 47-1966 

1-7-197 2 31-3-1973 ?T=RR?R %ffHRT RRJo ^0 ftfu, afro tr^o HPTR RTTTT- 

RRT RfltR RYR, RTWT IS' 5 61- 19 62 


24-1 1-1909 
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103, tfto rrtr°/Vro-2 20 7 

13-1-1970 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

fa fiffar Ttf^nr fk o , 

Pro PtFto, mim 

Fmr 

sftFt srto % Ft? sift wftft 
TOTTT tF 1 Ck— 

IS: 1786-1966 

101. tffo fl I l°/TTTTo-2 24 1 

9-2-1970 

1-7-1972 

30-G-1973 

tttto tfiro totfijt inffe 

#fTO, ! TrTTO]TO (Fro) 

tot Ft FFtoF F Ft# ifpcrt- 
IS: 10-1970 

105. 7)1 o l^iTo/^o-2329 
26-5-1970 

1-6-19 72 

31-5-1973 

TpfilT FtoT FTo pTo, f^W Ftot, 
Jim fFTOpanrr, Pttt TTWf' 
(TEW) 

tft ## Ff>#t % Ft# q-fjwrf— 
1S. 10-1970 

106. 7ft o R t T°/7t?To-2 3 3U 

28- 5-1970 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

fa vJ^lT vj^l < ^PPt far®, TPTi^rT 
flTHT 

Tm) 

TO- 

IS: 3 81 1- 1966 

107. #t° TrT°/iTTo-2331 

2 8-5-1970 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

u ■» 

aiTfrot- 

TS: 4450- 1 967 

108. TTt° !TTro/lT(To-2332 

28-5-1 970 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

JJ 1) 

fijarffTOr — 

15:4449-1967 

109. #t° rnr°/TOTo-2343 

10- 6-1970 

110. 7ft o tpTo/rHT 0-2 3 5 7 

1-7-1970 

16-6-1972 

1-7-1972 

I 5-6*19 73 

31-12-1972 

fa *FFTiT far*? - STfa^T, JTo faro, 

fafat,>?TTT *TTo 

4»wt FrFtwrTO, 5-^M^mirffnT, 

Prf#WT (To ST o ) 

■tot Ft Ffrof % Ft# q-f|rot— 

IS. 10-1970 

IS: 1310-195 8 

111. Tffo t^iTo/ir^ro-2 3 6 3 

13-7-1970 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

T^-o Zfo TJ^o *TT$ 3fr^7TFr 

o 

TOW) TTtTT TtT, WWK-2 

rfFr 'ftsft #TO Iftrc 2.2 Fro TTo 

( 3 5To qTo) 3.7 fajTo arm 
(5 STO Tlo) 5,6 fitfo TfTo 
(10 J[To 9To ) r ^o’ 4#t % 

Ttar TTrft — 

IS: 325-1 961 

112. Tfto irwo/WTo-2 36 8 

1 3-7- 1 970 

16-7-1972 

15-1-1973 

«¥TKT ■WtwSTO STTo Fro, tFsTT 

m, >j^T'rFr Fwr tttw (#o 
Ft#) 

^\o it^o ^- 0 sjtt ffar 

1S-562-I962 

1 1 3. 7ft o Tnre/tisro-2373 
22-7-1970 

in. 7ft o tnro/traro-2371 

2 3-7-1 970 

16-7-1972 

1-8-1972 

1 5-7-1973 

31-7-1973 

f# FrA, tttot tt?, tot- 

TO - 1 0 (7o 5To) 

TtTT %TW WTO WR, HK^T, 
^-ftTO-TTO- 5 ( "TTi/lftT ) 

T# F TO# TT TO?r- 
IS: 5 79— 1 9C 2 

FO'hPt titt #fit ttoI % Ft# 
TEST for% fTTTTT ITTOFrFnTO TflT 
'5TTRT tF TIT TT# '.‘^41 Pi 90 TTTOP- 
IS 3 9 8-1961 

115* *ft o o o-2375 

27-7-1 970 

1-8-1972 

3 1-7-1973 

f»wr$ 5 ffe ttst #w° < 60 , 70 /iTo 
’TS’f^q-TO TT#T, TOTTt TtT, fwf- 
1 (TO Sfo) 

, s?tF Tijst % Ft# httFet ttFt 
#T TITt #nF MP 2 

TRff^ir #tcTft *TI(1 900 f##t 
TO TOW Tl T TTTO— 

TS' 4 5 8—1971 

1 16. 7ft O rr7Tc/lpri!-23S2 

31-7-1970 

1-8- 197 2 

3 1-1-1973 

#TTO TT f#TO, TOT TO#, TSTTOtT 

tft tF FFtoF % Ft# ' ^ ! tF 

qf^iTT- 
IS 10-1970 

117. 41° TO o/TOo-2 3 9 6 
31-8-1970 

1 6-6-197 2 

1 5-12-1972 

T«tT TTTotT Fr t, 1 8 4-87, RT#t 
fTTOTTOT TtT, TtOSTTf, TOT ?- 6 0 

tittPtoFt toFFiF- 
IS. 1832—1961 

118. Trto to°/TO°-2397 
31-8-1070 

16-6-1972 

1 5-6-1973 

JJ t) >) 

JTrTrPr#tT TTT<TTftT Ft tt- 
[S 2567-1963 
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119. tffo tnio/lT^o-2439 

13-10-1970 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

ijTftn fcferrrrn srro fe, 
fft, 1TTT Of 4 , ftnT (To 

iYo #to nrm- 

IS : 564-1961 

120 ?fto tnq-o/lRTo-24 4 0 

30-10-1970 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

^ tcTl *4 1 1 3 *T TTo f^f o , ^9FT 
Tt¥, tpr tT*, Pji^i i '3FT*rfar (to 

TTtrafer ^*r m- 

TS ■ 1310-1958 

121. lrtT°/tpT°-2441 

30-10-1970 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

t) )) 

rfio #io niwfft iftr m- 

TS : 633-1956 

122. Tft o T7no/ipTo-2455 
12-1 1-1970 

16- 5-1972 

15-11-1972 

rror<viTTT’T IT# (<o), 

i o/ 6 1 , nfw, iftfenn;, 

nf fefe- 1 5 

( 1 ) tfrc. 4to nr° frfan *<w 
fen win nfe, totO tift, 
mnjfefenr wt n% 250/440 
nVr aso/ 11 00 nl° 





( 2 ) 4r° ifio nfto fife 
tftn nfe nnsft tit trjijftftzpT 
n% 250 / 440 tftr 

650/1100 

IS : 694(wr l) 1964 

123 . tfto ^Ho/tin5To-2484 

23-12-1970 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

*nftn feffeyrn nT° fe, nfer 
fft, Hmntn, fen anmft (4° 

jnnrfeft qifeft iftr m- 
IS . 2567-1963 

124- unro/’7^' 0 '2493 

24-12-1970 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

fe-for wml Tin THiIt, 

nnnFTT^Tm, (T<nf) 70 tfo irtfo 

<ptf n^jfrf^TT- (n; tr 

mPuPici ir?TjfTf^T 

0 iTifo <cnT<> ) ti ^47— 
IS : 3 9 8— 1 9 6 1 

125. tffo l^To/^o-2495 
28-12-1970 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

2 1 HdIM HI'Tki., 
o ^ Pte'rH- 1 4 

fnr>FT Vi j qiRivi f iTT? V 
mnn 12 fefto, 25 fefe, 

38 fefft, 50 fefro 63, fefto 

75 fel° tfft 100 fefro- 
IS : 384-1964 

126 0 CHTo/^o-2 560 

19“ 2-1971 

1-10-1972 

15-2-1973 

vjiftircrrt $?nnfer fen, 4/5 
50991 ^sTnt n[ft, mmr- 8 1 

41° rrn° n!° tjnn qrm- 
IS : 562-1962 

127. ifto H[no/niTo-2 57 3 
3-3-1971 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

ifior nrrr4 ife 12 , 

ofeT, mrjr nfen (tfstwr) 

THTT^ftT 

IS ‘ 130 7” 1958 

128. tffo rnro/ir?lo-2580 

9-3-1971 

16-7-1972 

15-3-1973 

fin npr 5 tto fn°, nferr, nn- 
w fft, ^FTST 

■H^Vl 1 

IS : 1084—1969 


129. ^T c ‘/ r pT°’2677 

7-5-1971 


16-5-1972 


1 5-1 1-1972 ft fer irftwr Ilium STo fe, fejT 'TTTTRft fe mr— 
feft felT (Ho 51o ) IS:1307 1 958 
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130. *fro ifTo/rpTo-2689 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

<^<161 fsV 4, 1 "UrtfHl, 

4TWNm tfft 

2-6-1971 



.1 -1 9T 3- 2 

(T?mT ftgn) 





Tnfo ITIT0'417-1969 

131. Tfto TTj^ /rr^ - o-2 6 9 7 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

'fio ^fsnnr (nrjsr) 

(=fl) w TT lift W T33T6' 

7-6-1971 




TTTTT— 





Wife l^T 0 ; 3 966-1967 





(») Wft W jft; fift ^ 4ft- 





OTfo tTff o:3984-1967 

132. *fro rTirt>/rr5ro-26 9 9 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

24-n:66T •hWi'ftfcM 

TT5J Tpruft <4T WHT— 

14-6-1971 



fHo, itpt irrat, tiwc 

Wfto ITTT 0 .' 1515— 1969 




v, ftTO 24 Tl/PTT , 


133. mro/ipTo-2703 

16-6-1972 

31-8-1973 

WT ITT ffto, iffrT^o 

*PTtf^T far f^PTff % W 4T?4 

16-6-1971 



iffo hIo ■ffr, JTT|*r, ? mi $- 7 4 

ftlfftt (tJoTo 4Vo Tlto)- 




ITo tpfo 

nrrfo it^ 0 : 3224-197 1 

134 ifto 1^^/1^0-270 0 

1-7-1972 

15-10-1973 

PH/IH fcftrpHT To, JCTo 

Tfo rffo fro qTW6ft JTT— 

24-6-1971 



Bfo, J 401 1 8<'l1 TfT, ’SfTitfl, 

«rfto TTTT o'H33-1950 




4r^f-5 8 


135. H3To/l^To-27 07 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

'""l 4 3 SffSTSU STo flTo, 112/ 

urfftnft % toi ijir *^ft 

28-6-1971 



297 , 

5j%- 





Wfto l^To: 19 89—1967 

136. iffa mro/ri5ro-271 1 

1 6-7-1972 

1 5-7-1973 

IpTR , 12/21 

ffto- qftY TfftT- 2 . 2 

8-7-1971 



TtT, 1 1 1^) 

f«Po Itto (3 fTo TTo ) tfftT <ft 





'it’ f>ff ftfR unrft- 





4lfto I^T o:325—1961 

137. ifto iTjro/iRTo-2714 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

^fV^fpr Tiy %rw^- f^o t 

4fo rrq-o rfro IJspT TRTX 

14-7-1971 



5 5l/ 1 , <111, 'WM 

Wlfo tttt 0 : 5 6 1— 1962 




58 


138. iffa CpTo/liraro-2723 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

faf^n: %ff wf itt foftl 

4T4 >ft 'Ifftff % fftif % 

29-7-1971 



(iffo J[TTTO WT*4d9 flT 0 ) Ito 

— 




wto ftfan; fjjFi, (wr) 

Tlfto IfFTo: 10-1970 

139. ffto ifiTo/tTsfo-27 24 

1-8-1972 

31-3-1973 

T^rrftr^ 7 ? i tti l j t, 25 / 1/2 ^ofT- 

m - 1 *h'i: 4 4T?l 'fl^ffTTinriftTr im 

29-7-1971 



<4K HOI ?PT, "H f 1 PioisHl TTT, 

T1W ^fftr 6 ftlo OTo ^0 




W6TTT-3 1 

Itn — 





*TTfo it^-o: 3076-1968 


94 G of 1/73—8 


[tf i^tr 13 ' l 2] 
*1° TRT 
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S.O. 3165, — In pursuance of sub-regulation (1) of Regulation 8 of tbe Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) 
Regulations, 1955, as amended from time to time, the Indian Standards Institution, hereby, notifies that one hundred and thirtynine licences, 
particulars of which are given in the following schedule, have been renewed during the month of July, 1972 : 

SCHEDULE 


SI. Licence No. and Date Period of Validity Name and Address of the Articlc/Process Covered by the Licence 

No. From To Licensee and the Relevant IS : Designation 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

1. 

CM/L-131 

24-6-1959 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

E.l.D. Parry Limited, 

Dare House, Madras-1. 

BHC— DP 

IS ; 561-1962 

2. 

CM/L-132 

24-6-1959 

1-7-1972 

30 6-73 

-do- 

DDP DP— 

IS : 564-1961 

3. 

CM/L-134 

15-7-1959 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

Motor Industries Co. Ltd. 

No, 22, Bannerghatta 

Road, Bangalore-30. 

14 mm sparking plugs — 

15 : 1063-1963 

4. 

CM/L-175 

14-3-1960 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Camlin Pvt. Ltd., 210, Lady 
Jamshedji Road, Mahim, 
Bombay-16. 

(i) Ferro gallo tannate fountain pen ink 
(0.1 percent iron content) — 

IS : 220-1959 

(ii) Ferro gallo tannate fountain pen 
ink (O' 2 percent iron content) — 

IS : 1581-1960 

5. 

CM/L-176 

14-3-1960 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Camlin Private Ltd., 210, Lady 
Jamshedji Road, Mahim, 
Bombay-16. 

Dye-based fountain pen ink — 

IS : 1221-1957 

6. 

CM/L-268 

30-1-1961 

1-7-1972 

31-5-1973 

All India Medical Corporation, 
MuljiJetha Building, 185, 
Princess Street, Bombay-2 

BHC WDP — 

IS : 562-1962 

7. 

CM/L-363 

30-11-1961 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

Nielcon Pvt, Ltd., J.B. Nagar, Three phase induction motors upto 7.5 
off Andheri Kurla Road, KW (10 hp) with class ‘A’ insulation — 

Near Vagir Glass Works, IS : 325-1961 

Bombay-59 

8. 

CM/L-370 

22-12-1961 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

Excel Industries Pvt. Ltd., 1 84- 
87 Ghodbunder Road, Jo- 
geshwari, Bombay-60 

Zinc phosphide technical 

IS : 1251-1958 

9. 

CM/L-375 

12-1-1962 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

Balgopaldas Tron & Steel Co. 
Pvt. Ltd., 5, Gopal Doctor 
Road, Kidderporc, Calcutta-23 

18 litre square tins — 

IS : 9)6-1966 

10. 

CM/L-382 

9-2-1962 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Narhari Engineering Works, 
Shah Industrial Estate, Am- 
boli Hill, Versova Road, 
Andheri (West) Bombay 

Three-phase induction motors with class 
‘A’ insulation up to 7.5 kW (10 hp) 
only — 

IS : 325-1961 

11. 

CM/L-431 

18-7-1962 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

Indian Oxygen Limited, Ele- 
ctrode Factory, Barrackporc 
Tiunk Road, Khardah, 24, 
Parganas 

Covered electrodes for metal arc welding 
of structural steel — 

IS : 814-1970 

12, 

CM/L-456 

14-9-1962 

16-7-1972 

15-1-1973 

Grandlay Flectricals (India) 
Military Prade Road, Radio 
Colony, Delhi 

Type Voltage Condu- 

Grade ctor 


(a) V1R Cables for fixed 
wiring i 

(i) Braided and com- 250/440 1 Cop- 

pounded Volts ' per 

(ii) Tough rubber she- -do- l or 

athed fAlu- 

(iii) Weatherproof 250/440 ) mini- 

650/ 11 00 1 urn 
Volts 

(iv) Braided and 650/1 100y 

compounded volts I Cop- 

(v) Tough rubber 650/1100 7 per 

sheathed volts only 

(b) V1R flexible cords : 

(vi) Tough rubber shea- 
thed 

(vii) Twisted twin and 
braided 

(viii) Workshop type 
unkinkable 

(ix) Circular twin and 
braided 

IS: 434fPart I & II)— 1964 


250/440 Copper 
Vvolts only 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

13. 

CM/L-535 

30-4-1963 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

Power Cables Pvt. Limited, 
Vithalwadi, Near Kalyan 
(C. Rly) 

PVC cables only with aluminium con- 
ductors (250 and 650 volts grade) — 

IS ; 694-(Part I & Il)-1964 

14. 

CM/L-557 

2-7-1963 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

-do- 

AAC and ACSR conductors — 

IS : 398-1961 

15. 

CM/L-561 

11-7-1963 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

Lloyd Bitumen Products Pvt, 
Ltd, 1, Taralola Road, 

Calcutta-53 

Bitumen felts for waterproofing and damp- 
proofing, type 3, Grade I and 2; Type 
2, Grade 1— 

IS : 1322-1970 

16. 

CM/L-597 

31-10-1963 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Camlln Private Limited, Kondi- 
vate, Neat Marol Bazar, 
Andheri-Kurla Road, Bom- 
bay-59 

Ink, drawing water-proof, black — 

IS : 789-1955 

17. 

CM/L-598 

7-11-1963 

1-6-1972 

31-5-1973 

Skvtonc Electricals (India), 

43 Indus trial Area, Faridabad 

1. PVC insulated cables (sheathed and 
unsheathed) single core with copper 
or aluminium conductors, 250/440 or 
650/1100 volts 

2. PVC insulated and PVC sheathed 
flat or circular twin, 3 or 4 core cables 
with copper or aluminium conductors 
250/440 or 650/1100 volts 

3. Twin twisted unsheathed flexible 

cords, 250/440 volts grade with copper 
conductors only — 

IS ; 694 (Part I & H)-1968 

18. 

CM/L-61 4 
31-12-1963 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

Lloyd Bitumen Products (P) 
Ltd., 1 Taratola Road, 

Calcutta 

Pre-formed fillers for expansion joint in 
concrete non-extruding and resilient 
type (bitumen impregnated fibre)— 

IS : 1838-1961 

19. 

CM/L-639 

27-2-1964 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

Power Cables Private Limited, 
Vithalwadi, Near Kalyan 
(C. Rly) 

PVC insulated (heavy duty) electric cables 
for working voltages upto and including 

1 100 volts — 

IS : 1554 (Part IJ-1964 

20. 

CM/L-665 

7-5-1964 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

Mukand Iron & Steel Works 
Ltd., Kurla, Bombay-70 

Structural steel (standard quality) — 

IS : 226-1969 

21. 

CM/L-666 

7-5-1964 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

-do- 

Structural steel (ordinary quality) — 

IS : 1977-1969 

22. 

CM/L-681 

17-6-1964 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

Thc Indian Steel Rolling Mills 
Ltd, Mill Buildings, Nagapat- 
tinam, (Tanjore Distt) 

Structural steel (standard quality) — 

IS : 226-1969 

23. 

CM/L-682 

17-6-1964 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

-do- 

Structural steel (ordinary quality)— 

IS ; 1977-1969 

24. 

CM/L-685 

17-6-1964 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

Nalional Rolling & Steel Ropes 
Ltd., Nico House, 1 & 2 
Hare Street, Calcutta 

Structural stoel (standard quality) — 

IS : 226-1969 

25. 

CM/L-686 

17-6-1964 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

-do- 

Structural steel (ordinary quality)— 

IS : 1977-1969 

26. 

CM/L-697 

25-6-1964 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

Madras Electrical Conductors 
Private Ltd, 37, Arcot Road, 
Kodambakkam, Madras-26 

AAC & ACSR conductors — - 
IS : 398-1961 

27. 

CM/L-699 

25-6-1964 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Bombay Oil Industries, Pvt. 
Ltd, Agra Road, Bhandup, 
Bombay 

Stearic acid technical — 

IS : 1675-1960 

28. 

CM/L-758 

14-8-1964 

16-6-1972 

15-12-1972 

The Bharat Carbon & Ribbon 
Mfg Co Ltd, Plot No. 66-A, 
Industrial Area, Faridabad 
Township ( Haryana) 

Carbon papers, typewriters, type I, II & 
ni- 
ls : 1551-1959 

29. 

CM/L-780 

10-9-1964 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

S.R, Sharma & Sons, 140 Rai 
Bahadur R.N. Guha Road, 
Dum Durn, Calcutta-28 

Brass ball valves (horizontal plunger type) 
15mm size — 

IS ; 1703-1968 

30. 

CM/L-829 

6-11-1964 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

National Industrial Corpn., 

99/100, Agra Road, Bhandup, 
Bombay-78 NB 

Structural steel (standard quality) — 

IS : 226-1969 

31. 

CM/L-830 

6-11-1964 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

-do- 

Structural steel (ordinary quality)— 

IS : 1977-1969 

32. 

CM/L-1 107 
6-7-1965 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

Power Cables Pvt Ltd, Kalyan 
(C. Rly.) 

Electrodes for metalarc welding of struc- 
tural steel — • 

IS : 814-1970 
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(1) (2) 

(3) 

33. CM/L-1108 

16-7-1972 

6-7-1965 

34. CM/L-1109 

16-7-1972 

6-7-1965 

35 CM/L-1166 

1-8-1972 


1 1-11-1965 


(4) (5) 


15-7-1973 Special Steel Ltd, Dattapara 
Road, Borivli (Last), Bom- 
bay-66 

15-7-1973 Special Steels Ltd, Dattapara 
Road, Borivli (East), Bom- 
bay-66 

31-7-1973 Swastika Metal Works, Jaga- 
dhri 


(6) 


Galvanised iron and steel wire for telegraph 
and telephone purposes — 

IS : 279-1961 

Mild steel wire for general engineering 
purposes — 

IS : 280-1962 

Rolled brass sheet and strip, Grade 
CuZn 37— 

IS : 410-1967 


36, CM/L-1169 

3-12-1965 

1-7-1972 

31-8-1973 

Central Insecticides & Fertili- 
zers, 110 Industrial Estate, 
Indore (M.P.) 

DDT water dispersible powder concent- 
rates — 

IS : 565-1961 

37. CM/L-1171 

6-12-1965 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

Power Cables Pvt Ltd, Vithal- 
wadi, Near Kalyan (C. Rly) 

Steel wire for the core of steel-cored alu- 
minium conductors for overhead power 
transmission purposes— 

IS : 398-1961 

38. CM/L-1185 

17-12-1965 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Grandlay Electrical (India), 
456/426 Military Pradc Road, 
Radio Colony, Delhi-9 

1. PVC insulated cables, single core, 
aluminium conductors sheathed and 
unsheathed, 250/440 volts grades and 
650/1100 volts grade 





2. PVC Insulated cable, twin core, alu- 
minium conductor, sheathed, 250/440 
volts grade— 

TS : 694 (Part H)-1964 

39. CM/L-1219 

3-3-1966 

16-8-1972 

15-8-1973 

Modi Arc Electrodes Co., 
Modinagar, Distt Meerut 
(U.P.) 

Covered electrodes for metal arc welding 
of mild steel, normal penetration type 
only — 

IS : 814-1970 

40 CM/L-1220 

3 3-1966 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

J.K. Steel & Industries Ltd, 
Rishra, Distt Hooghly, 

(W. Bengal) 

(a) Steel wire ropes for winding purposes 
in mines — 

IS : 1855-1961 





(b) Steel wire ropes for haulage purposes 
in mines — 

IS : 1856-1961 

41. CM/L-1248 

22-4-1966 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

J.K. Steel & Industries Ltd, 
Rishra, Distt Hooghly, 

(W. Bengal) 

(a) Steel wire ropes for general engineering 
purposes — 

IS : 2266-1970 





(b) Round strand galvanized steel wire 
ropes for shipping purposes — 

IS : 2581-1968 

42. CM/L-1271 

31-5-1966 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

E.I.D. Parry Limited, Dare 
House, Madras-1 

Endrin EC— 

IS : 1310-1958 

43. CM/L-1273 

31-5-1966 

16-6-1972 

15-12-1972 

Kisan Chemicals, 127, Indus- 
trial Area, Chandigarh 

Endrin emulsifiable concentrates — 

IS : 1310-1958 

44. CM/L-1275 

31-5-1966 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

Mysore Insecticides Company, 
(Andhra) Tadepalli Guntur 
Distt 

Endrin emulsifiable concentrates— 

IS ; 1310-1958 

45. CM/L-1281 

15-6-1966 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

Anirit Sports Industries, Basti 
Road, Jullundur City 

Badminton racket frames— 

IS : 831-1966 

46. CM/L-1282 

23-6-1966 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

Atul Glass Industries Pvt Ltd., 
14/1, Delhi Mathura Road, 
Faridabad (Haryana) 

Laminated safety glass— 

IS : 2553-1964 

47. CM/L-1287 

28-6-1966 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

S.R. Sharma &. Sons, 140 Rai 
Baliadur R.N. Guha Road, 
Dum Dum, Calcutta-28 

Sand-cast brass screw down bib taps 
of 1 5 mm and 20 mm sizes and stoptaps 
of 1 5 mm, 20 mm and 25 mm sizscs— 

IS : 781-1967 

48. CM/L-1289 

30-6-1966 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Parshuram Pottery Works Co 
Ltd, Thangadh, Near Rly 
Station, Thana Junction 
(Gujarat) 

Vitreous sanitary appliances — 

IS : 2556 (Part 11 to VI & X)— 1 967 
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49. CM/L-1290 
30-6-1966 


1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

E.I.D. Parry Limited, Dare 
House, Madras- 1 

Malathion EC — 

IS : 2567-1963 

50. CM/L.-1307 
28-7-1966 


1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

The Structural Waterproofing 
Co (P) Limited, No. 8 Sevak 
Baidya Street, Calcutla-29 

Integral cement waterproofiing contpounds- 
TS: 2645- 1964 

51. CM/L-1356 
30-11-1966 


16-7-1972 

31-12-1972 

Travancore Chemical &. Mfg Co. 
Ltd, Lloor, Udyogmandal. 
P.O., Via Alway, (Kerala) 

BHC WDP — - 
IS : 562-1962 

52, CM/L-1382 
30-12-1966 


16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Camlin Private Ltd, Kondivate, 
Near Moral Bazar, Andhcri- 
Kuria Road, Bombay-59 

Ink duplicating, black all weather for 
rotary type machines— 

IS : 1222-1969 

53. CM/L-1393 
15-2-1967 


16-7-1972 

15-1-1973 

Singhal Pesticides Jamuna Par 
9/122, Moti Bahg, Agra 

BHC einulsiflable concentrates — 

IS : 632-1966 

54. CM/L-1407 
14-3-1967 


1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

Power Cables Pvt. Ltd., Vithal- 
wadl. Near Kalyan (C. Rly) 

Polythene insulated and PVC sheathed 
• cables, single core and twin flat, with 
aluminium conductors — 

IS : 1596-1962 

55. CM/L-1451 
8-6-1967 


16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

Excel Industries Ltd,, Excel 
Estate, S. V. Road, Goregaon, 

Bombay-62 

Stabilized methoxy ethyl mercury chloride 
concentrates — 

IS : 2127-1962 

56. CM/L-1452 
8-6-1967 


16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

-Do- 

Formulation based on stabilized methoxy 
ethyl mercury chloride concentrate — 
IS : 2358-1963 

57. CM/L-1453 
8-6-1967 


16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

-Do- 

Organo morcurial dry seed dressing for- 
mulations — ■ 

IS : 3284-1965 

58. CM/L-1455 
12-6-1967 


16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

Bengal United Co, Pvt. Ltd., 
Brajonath Lahiri Lane, P.O. 
Santragachi, Howrah 

a) Sluice valves for waterworks purposes 
(with non-ferrous spindles and rings) 
Class I from 50 mm upto and including 
300 mm size— 

IS : 780-1969 and 

b) Sluice valves for waterworks purposes, 
Class I, double flange, 500 mm size 
only; and sluice valves for water works 
purposes, class If, double flange from 
350 mm upto and including 1200 mm 
size — 

IS : 2906-1969 

59. CM/L-1464 
20-6-1967 


1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

Mohan Aluminium Pvt. Ltd., 
Near 9th Milestone, Old 
Madras Road, Post Bag No. 
13, Bangalore-16 

AAC and ACSR conductors — 

IS : 398-1961 

60. CM/L-1468 
29-6-1967 


1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

Dev Brothers, S-145, Indus- 
trial Area, Jullundur City 

Hockey sticks — 

IS : 829-1966 

61. CM/L-1474 
13-7-1967 


1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

Goa Pesticides Pvt., Ltd. Folor- 
da, Margao (Goa) 

Dieldrin EC — 

IS : 1054-1962 

62. CM/L-1475 
12-7-1967 


1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

-Do- 

Aldrin EC— 

IS : 1307-1958 

63. CM/L-1476 
13-7-1967 


1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

-Do- 

Endrin EC — 

IS : 1310-1958 

64, CM/L-1507 
1-9-1967 


16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

Containers & Colosures Ltd., 
Gorifa (Naihati), 24 Parganas 
(W.B.) 

Steel Drums — 

IS : 2552-1970 

65. CM/L-1527 
15-9-1967 


1-7-1972 

31-12-1972 

Insecticides & Allied Chemicals, 
Narayanapuram, Valachary 
High Road, Medavakkain 
P. O, Madras-15 

DDT dusting powders — 

IS : 564-1961 

66. CM/L-1605 
5-1-1968 


1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

Makurn Tea-chest Fittings Mfg 
Co, P.O. Makum Junction, 
Makurn Digboi Road 

(Upper Assam) 

, Tca-chcst metal fittings— 

IS : 10-1970 

67. CM/L-1653 
13-3-1968 


16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

J.N. Kapur & Co., Saharanpur 
Road, Yamuna Nagar 

Plywood tea-chest battens — 

IS : 10-1970 
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68. CM/L-1688 

13-4-1968 

16-5-1972 

15-11-1972 

TR Industrials, Kumia-muthur 
Post, Coimbatorc-8 

Three-phase induction motors 2,2 Kw 
(3hp) to 7.5 kW (lOhp), with Class ‘A’ 
insulation— 

IS : 325-1961 

69. CM/L-1711 

19-6-1968 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

Bhaizada & Sons, S/6, Indus- 
trial Area, Juilundur City 

Footballs, volleyballs and basketballs 
(laceless) — 

TS : 417-1969 

70. CM/L-1712 

4-6-1968 

1-7-1972 

31-12-1973 

Parshotam Singh Qambhir, 
W/2, Industrial Area, Yamu- 
na Nagar, Distt Ambala 

Plywood tea-chcst battens — 

IS : 10-1970 

71. CM/L-17I3 

6-6-1968 

16-6-1973 

15-6-1973 

Bharat Steel Tubes Limited, 
Oanaur, Distt. Rohtak 

(Haryana) 

Mild steel tubes — 

IS : 1239 (Part I)- 1968 

72. CM/L-1722 

14-6-1968 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

Indo-Amsrican Electricals Ltd., 
O.T. Road, Durgapur-1 Distt. 

Burdwan 

a) Enamelled round copper wire with high 
mechanical properties— 

IS : 4800 (Part IV)- 1968 





b) Enamelled round copper wire for ele- 
vated temperatures — 

IS : 4800 (Part V)-1968 

73. CM/L-1729 

27-6-1968 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

Kirloskar Bros. Ltd., Kirloskar- 
vadi, Distt. Sangli, (Maha- 
rastra) 

Sluice valves for water works purposes 
(with non-ferrous-spindles ana rings) 
class I, upto 300 mm sizes — 

IS : 780-1969 

74. CM/L-1743 

15-7-1968 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Indian Copper Corpn. Ltd., 
Moubhattdar Works, Ghotsi- 
la P.O. Distt. Singhbum, S.E. 
Rly. (Bihar) 

Brass shcets/strips, CuZn 30, CuZn37 
and CuZn 40— 

IS : 410-1967 

75. CM/L-1752 

22-7-1968 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Glace Kid (India) Pvt. Ltd., 
22/1 Gorachand Road, Cal- 
cutta-14 

Miners’ safety leather boots and shoes — 
IS : 1989-1957 

76. CM/L-1757 

29-7-1968 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

E.I.D. Parry Limited, Dare 
House, Madras-1 

DDT EC— r . 

IS : 633-4958 

77. CM/L-1786 

11-9-1968 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

Goa Pesticides Pvt. Ltd,, Fotor- 
da, Margao (Goa) 

BHC DP— 

IS : 561-1962 

78. CM/L-1787 

11-9-1968 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

-Do- 

DDT DP— 

IS : 564-1961 

79. CM/L-1807 

9-10-1968 

16-10-1971 

15-10-1972 

Advani-Oerlikon Pvt. Ltd., 
Bilaspur Road, Raipur (M.P.) 

Covered electrodes for metal are welding 
of structural steel of normal penetration 
type (M:307254) 

IS : 814-1970 

80. CM/L-1955 

23-4-1969 

1-5-1972 

30-4-1973 

Sudarshan Steel Rolling Mills, 
601, Moti Ram Road, Shah- 
da ra Delhi-32 

Structural steel (standard quality) M.S, 
ronds up to 25 mm dia; M.S. flats and 
M.S. squares of equivalent area — 

IS : 226-1969 

81. CM/L-1956 

23-4-1969 

1-5-1972 

30-4-1973 

-Do- 

Structural steel (ordinary quality) M.S. 
rounds up to 25 mm dia; M.S, flats and 
M.S squares of equivalent area — 

IS : 1977-1969 

82. CM/L-1986 

5-6-1969 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

Mujaffarpur Hosiery Industries 
& Agencies (P) Ltd, Old 
Hajaribagh Road, Ranchi 
(Bihar) 

AAC & ACSR conductors' — 

IS : 398-1961 

83. CM/L-1995 

30-6-1969 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

The Ugar Sugar Works Ltd., 
P.O, Ugarkhurd Distt. Bel- 
gaum (Mysore State) 

Gin— 

IS : 4100-1967 

84. CM/L-1997 

30-6-1969 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

India Metal Traders, Plot No, 
A-21/11-12, Road, No. 10, 
Udhna Udyognagnr, Udhna 
Distt. Surat (Gujarat) 

AAC & ACSR conductors— 

IS : 398-1961 
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85. CM/L-1999 
30-6-1969 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

N.l Industries Pvt. Ltd., 21 /H/7, 
Canal West Road, Calcutta-6 

Tca-chest metal fittings — 

IS : 10-1970 

86. CM/L-2010 
8-7-1969 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

Shah Wallaice & Co. Ltd., 84, 
Industrial Suburb, Yeshwant- 

pur, Bangalore-22 

Compounded feeds for cattle 

IS : 2052-1968 

87. CM/L-2015 
9-7-1969 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

V.K.. Engineering Works, 44, 
Ideal Industrial Estate, Ma- 
thuradas Mill Compound, 
124, Dclisle Road, Bombay-13 

Three-phase induction motors, from 0.75 
kW (ihp) up to and including 2.2,kW 
(3 hp) Class ’A’ insulation- — 

IS : 325-1961 

88, CM/L-2020 
15-7-1969 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Krishna Miners & Traders, 12 
Industrial Area, Jaipur Wost 
(Rajasthan) 

Endrin emulsifiable concentrates— 

TS : 1310-1958 

89. CM/L-2023 
23-7-1969 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

Agia Ram Khanna & Sons, 
308/1-E, Shahzada Bagh, Old 
Rohtak Road, Delhi-7 

Plastic water-closet seats and covers, type 
’A’ — 

IS ; 2548-1967 

90. CM/L-2038 
31-7-1969 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

Banifix India Pvt. Ltd,, 172/7, 
Madhusudan Palchowdhury 
Lane, Howrah-1 

Low level, 12.5 litres capacity and high level 
10 litres and 12 5 litics capacity high level, 
bell type (siphonic type) 15 litres capa- 
city flushing cisteras— 

IS : 774-1971 

91. CM/L-2039 
31-7-1969 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

S.K. Baker Ali & Co, 65, 
Phear Lane, Calcutta- 12 

Tea-chest metal fittings — 

IS : 10-1970 

92. CM/L-2040 
31-7-1969 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

F..I D. Parry Limited, Dare 
House, Madras-1 

Endosulphan EC — 

IS : 4323-1967 

93. CM/L-2046 
18-8-1969 

16-8-1972 

15-8-1973 

The Hulkoti Co-operative Cattle 
Feed Processing Society Ltd., 
Hulkoti, Taluka Gadang, 
Distt. Dharwar (Mysore- 
State) 

Compounded fcods for cattle — 

IS : 2052-1968 

94. CM/L-2052 
18-8-1969 

16-8-1972 

15-8-1973 

-Do- 

Poultry feeds — 

TS : 1374-1968 

95. CM/L-2098 . 
30-9-1969 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

National Ptsticidos, 5 Indus- 
trial Area, Vidisha (M.P) 

DDT emulsifiable concentrates — 

IS : 633-1956 

96. CM/L-2099 
30-9-1969 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

-Do- 

Aldrin emulsifiable concentrates — 

IS : 1307-1958 

97. CM/L-2105 
8-10-1969 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

Mukand Iron & Steel Works 
Ltd. Kurla, Bonibay-70 

Hot rolled mild steel medium tensile steel 
and high yield strength steel deformed 
bars for concrete reinforcement 

IS : 1139-1966 

98. CM/L-2106 
8-10-1969 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

-Do- 

Cold twisted deformed steel bars for 
concrete reinforcement — 

IS : 1786-1966 

99. CM/L-2109 
15-10-1969 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Khandesh Pesticides Pvt. 

Ltd., Station Road, Dharangaon, 
Distt. Jalgaon (W. Rly.) 

BHC DP- 
(S : 561-J962 

100. CM/L-2127 
28-10-1969 

16-8-1972 

15-8-1973 

Jairamdas Udyog Pvt. Ltd., 8th 
Mile, Mysore Road, Kangeri 
P.O., Bangalore South (My- 
sore State) 

(a) Twist drills, parallel shank, stub series— 
IS ; 5100-1969 

(b) Twist drills paralk 1 shank, short seilts 
or jobber— 

IS : 5101-1969 

(c) Twist drills, parallel shank long series — 

IS : 5102-1969 and 

(d) Twist drills, morse taper shank— 

IS : 5103-1969 

101. CM/L-2145 
24-11-1969 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Goodwill Light House, Hvfa 
Buildings, Block No. 1, Sated 
Pool, Kurla-Andheri Road, 
Bombay-72 AS 

Domestic pressure cookers capacity 5.5,7, 
8.5,10 and 1 2 litres and 4.5., 6.5, 7.5 and 9 
litres — 

IS : 2347-1966 
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102. 

CM/L-2146 

24-11-1969 

1-7-1972 

31-3-1973 

Travancorc Chemical and 
Manufacturing CO. Ltd, 
Ellor, Udyogamandal P. O. 

BHC dusting powders — 
rS:56]-1962 

103. 

CM/L-2207 

13-1-1970 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

The Indian Steel Rolling Mills 
ltd., Mill Buildings, Naga 
pattinain, Tanjore Distt. 

Cold twisted deformed steel bars for concre- 
te reinforcement— 

15:1786-1966 

104. 

CM/L-2241 

9-2-1970 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

South India Plywood Indust- 
ries, Market Landing, Kotta- 
yam (Kerala) 

Tea-chest battens — 

JS: 10-1970 

105. 

CM/L-2329 

26-5-1970 

1-6-1972 

31-5-1973 

Veneer Mills Pvt. Ltd., Surya- 
gram Mills, P.O. Tinsukia, 
Distt. Lakhimpur (Assam) 

Tea-chest battens — 

IS: 10-1970 

106. 

CM/L-2330 

28-5-1970 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

The Ugar Sugar Works Ltd., 
P.O, Ugarkhurd Distt. Bel- 
gaum (Mysore State) 

Rum — 

IS:3811-1966 

107. 

CM/L-2331 

28-5-1970 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

-do- 

Brandies— 

1S:4450-I967 

108. 

CM/L-2332 

28-5-1970 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

-do- 

Whiskies — 
rs:4449-1967 

109. 

CM/L-2343 

10-6-1970 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

The Kannan Dcvan Mills Pro- 
duce Co. Ltd., 

Scientific Dept., Munnar P.O.’ 
(Kerala) 

Tea-chest battens 

13:10-1970 

110. 

CM/L-2357 

1-7-1970 

1-7-1972 

31-12-1972 

National Pesticides, 5, Indust- 
rial Area, Vidisha (M.P.) 

Fndrin emulsiflable concentrates — 

IS :1 310—1958 

111. 

CM/L-2363 

13-7-1970 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

HU.F. Laljibhai Jivram Oajjar, Three-phase induction motors, 2.2.kW 3,7kW 
(Forge & Blower Co. Premises) (5 hp) 5.6 kW (7.5 hp) and 7.5 kW 
Naroda Road, Ahmedabad-2 (10 hp) with class ‘A’ insulation — 

IS :325— 1961 

112. CM/L-2368 
13-7-1970 

16-7-1972 

15-1-1973 

Khandesh Pesticides Pvt. Ltd., 
Station Road, Dharangaon, 
Distt. Jalgaon (W.Rly.) 

BHC WDP — 

IS : 562-1962 

113. CM/L-2373 
22-7-1970 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

The Kohinoor Tannery, Jajmau 
Road, Kanpur-10 (U. P.) 

Sole leather — 

IS : 579-1962 

114. CM/L-2374 
23-7-1970 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

Diko Cables of Sanatnagar, 
Barzulla, Srinagar-5 
(Kashmir) 

Hard-drawn stranded aluminium and 
steel cord aluminium conductors 
for overhead power transmission pur- 
poses — 

IS : 398-1961 

115. CM/L-2375 
27-7-1970 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

Bhilai Cement Pipe Mfg. Co., 
70/A, Industrial Estate, 
Nandini Road, Bhilai-1 
(M.P.) 

Concrete pipes class NP* reinforced con- 
crete light duly, non-pressure pipes 
internal din upto and including 900 mm — 
TS:458-1 971 

116. 

CM/L-2382 

31-7-1970 

1-8-1972 

31-1-1973 

Kailash Saw Mills, Village 
Dhaki, Pathankot 

Plywood tea-chest battens— 

IS: 10-1970 

117. 

CM/L-2396 

31-8-1972 

16-6-1972 

15-12-1972 

Excel Industries Ltd., 184-87, 
Swami Vivekanand Road, 
Jogeshwari, Bombay-60 

Malathion technical — 

IS:1832— 1961 

118. 

CM/L-2397 

31-8-1972 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

-do- 

Malathion EC — 

IS :2567— 1963 

119. 

CM/L-2439 

13-10-1970 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Khandesh Pesticides Pvt Ltd, 
Station Road, Dharagaon, 
Distt. Jalgaon (W. Rly.) 

DDT DP— 

IS :564— 1 961 

120. 

CM/L-2440 

30-10-1970 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

-do- 

Endnn EC— 

1S:13 10-1958 

121. 

CM (4.-2441 
30-10-1970 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

-do- 

DDT EC— 

1S:633-1956 
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122. 

CM/L-2455 

12-11-1970 

16-5-1972 

15-11-1972 

Fvershine Electrical Works 
(I), 10/61, Industrial Area, 
Kirti Nagar, New Delhi 15 

PVC Insulated cables, unsheahted single 
core, aluminium conductor, 250/440 and 
650/1 100 volls; and (2) PVCinsulated cab- 
les, sheafed, single core, aluminium con- 
ductor 250/440and 650/1 100 volts— 

IS: 694 (Part II)-1964 

123. 

CM ; L-2484 
23-12-1970 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Khandesh Pesticides Pvt. Ltd , 
Station Road, Dharagaon, 
Distt. Jalgaon (W. Rly.) 

Malathion EC — 

IS;2567-1963 

124. 

CM/L-2493 

24-12-1970 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

Mct-Cab Industries, Bharat 
Coal Compound, Bel Bayar, 
Kurla, Bombay/70, AS 

A AC & ACSn conductors — 

IS:398-1961 

125. 

CM/L-2495 

28-12-1970 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Delhi Brushware, S-2, Pralap 
Market, Jangpura-B, New 
Delhi -14 

Brushes, paints and varnishes, flat, sizes: 

1 2 mm, 25 mm, 38 mm, 50 mm, 63 mm, 
75 mm and 100 mm — 

18:384-1964 

126. 

CM/L-2560 

19-2-1971 

1-10-1972 

15-2-1973 

Bhuvaneswari Pulverising Mills, 
4/5, Elaya Mudali Street, 
Madras-81 

BHC DP— 

IS .'562-1962 

127. 

CM/L-2573 

3-3-1971 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Krishna Miners A Traders, 12 
Industrial Area, Jaipur West 
(Rajasthan) 

Aldrin emulsifiable concentrates— 

IS: 1307-1 958 

128. 

CM/L-2580 

9-3-1971 

16-3-1972 

15-3-1973 

Delta Rope Works Pvt. Ltd. 
Bankara, Makardah Road, 
Howrah 

Manila ropes — 

IS: 1084 1969 

129. 

CM/L-2677 

7-5-1971 

16-5-1972 

15-11-1972 

The Plant Protection Products 
Private Limited, Kodavaluru, 
Nellore District (A.P) 

Aldrin emulsifiable concentrates— 

IS : 1307-1 958 

130. 

CM/L-2689 

2-6-1971 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

Khorana Sports Industries, 

1, Basti Nan, Jullundur City-2 

Footballs, volleyballs and basketballs 
(Jaceless) — 

IS:417-I969 

131. 

CM/L-2697 

7-6-1971 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

National Co. Ltd., Rajgunge 
(Andul) Distt, Howrah 

(a) DW-flour jute cloth- - 
TS:3966-1967 and 

(b) DW-flour bags — 

3984-1967 

132. 

CM/1,-2699 

14-6-1971 

16-6-1972 

15-6-1973 

24-Parganas Bee-Keepers Co. 
Coperative Society Ltd., 
Village Sason, P.O. Baruipur 
Distt. 24-Parganas 

Beehives— 

IS :1515-1 969 

133. 

CM/I^2703 

16-6-1971 

16-6-1972 

31-8-1973 

Gannon Dunkerley & Co Ltd,, 
Old B.P.T Road, Mahul, 
Bombay-74 AS 

V alve fittings for compressed gas cylinders 
(LPG) — • 
tS ;3224— 197 1 

134. 

CM/L-2706 

24-6-1971 

1-7-1972 

15-10-1973 

Industrial Minerals & Chemical 
Co, Pvt. Ltd,, Kurla-Marol 
Road, Chakala, Andheri, 
Bombay-58 

DDT EC— 

IS:633-1956 

135. 

CM/L-2707 

28-6-1971 

1-7-1972 

30-6-1973 

Ruby Leather Products Pvt. 
Ltd., 112/297, Swaroop 
Nagar, Kanpur 

Miners' safety leather boots & shoes— 
TS:1989-19<j7 

136. 

CM/L-2711 

8-7-1971 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Selvakumar Industries, 12/21, 
Mettupalayam Road, Coim- 
batore-1 1 (Tamil Nadu) 

Three-phase induction motors upto 2.2 
kW ((3hp) rating with class ‘A’ insula- 
tion — 

IS .'325-1961 

137. 

CM/L-2714 

14-7-1971 

16-7-1972 

15-7-1973 

Vorion Industries and Chemi- 
cals Ltd., 551/1, Mugaheri 
Village, Ambattur, Madras- 
58 

BHC DP— 

15:561-1962 

138. 

CM/L-2723 

29-7-1971 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

Mikir Hills Saw A Plywood Fac- 
tory, (Prop: Wood Craft Pro- 
ducts Lid.), P.O. Diphu, Mi- 
kir Hills (Assam) 

Tea-chest plywood panels — 

IS : 10— I 970 

139. 

CM/L-2724 

29-7-1971 

1-8-1972 

31-7-1973 

Climax Plastic Udyog, 25/1/2, 
Malakar Para Lane, Buro 
Shibtolla Main Road, 

Calcutta-3] 

Low density polyethylene pipes pres- 
sure ratings up to 6 kgf/cm* 

IS .'3076-1968 


94 G of 1/73—9 


[No. CMD/13 : 12] 
D. DAS GUPTA. 
Deputy Director General, 
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12201l/l/7 2-RRoAo#to] 

ntf) otrrott, mr hOr 

MINISTRY of HEALTH & FAMILY PLANNING 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 30 October, 1973. 

S.O. 3166 : — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 
(4) of section 10 of the Dentists Act, 1948 (16 of 1948), the 
Central Government, after consultation with the Dental Council 
of India, hereby makes the following amendments in Part Til 
of the Schedule to the said Act, namely :— 


“6 8. tjfmfaA 

otr 

mreffmT 


In the said Part, after the entry at serial No. 67 relating to 
the Westphalia Wilhems University, Munster (Germany), the 
following entry shall be inserted, namely; — 

“68. University of Master of Dental M.D.Sc. (Oral Biol, 
Queensland, Science— Ora I Oral Histo. & Oral 

Australia Biology (Oral His- (Path.), Queens- 
tology & Oral land” 

Pathology) 

[No. V. 12011/1/72. MPT] 
Km. SATH1 BAI.AKRTSHNA Under Secy. 


mferr atfr riot farom ftRmv 

Rjf Tq eft). 26 Rq,*t <, 1973 

RTF 31T. 3187. — RTR] FrOT 1963 (1053 RTT 27 

Rft UTTT 4 3lfl 5 fRT7T OTfOT RltROTlft R7T OTT# R?lft 

TT7ROT tROTfkflOT «ft OTROTT ROT 

ffrmr i/rotu ot r) r^F ^ r) tot Ff Ftrtw Rqft) 

&~ 

1. 8ft # ft). Fra^rrakf, 
stFrFtrtt rFtr, Fiot rwr 

8ft 7ft. ft). i, ERTR R7 ; 3tf? 

2. kRT RlRfeT RT^. # OTefft 

ftOTftV, RmfrR skrn^ftR FothOTtH tnftrwr, 

ft) 3ft, *-pnftft R? DIRT 97 1 

[ft. k tft, 1 8013 / 3/ 71-q. ftftj 
RRTiftRR- WlfFMI, ftkyfrT rFott 


MINISTRY OF TOURISM & CIVIL AVIATION 

New Delhi, the 26th October, 1973 

S.O, 3167. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sections 
4 and 5 of the Air Corporations Act, 1953 (27 of 1953), the 
Central Government hereby appoints the following as Directors 
of the Boards of Air-India and Indian Airlines with immediate 
effect ; — 

1. Shrl P. C. Bhattacharya, 

Additional Secretary, 

Ministry of Finance, 

Vice Shri G. C. Katoch ; and 

2. Air Marshal Y. V. Malse, 

Chairman, International Airports Authority of India, 
Vice Shri B. Israni. 

[No. AV. 18013/3 /71-AC] 
N. KHOSLA, Jt. Secy. 

RfRipr atfr rV»M!r rrhot 
(RY lRlpr Rip) 

R f F^fft), 22 SOTTf/TT, 1973 

RTF OT. 3168. — PtfRi qft7R1OT FklOT arftrFwf, I960 
(1950 R7T 64) Rft UT7T 44 Rft OTOOTT 2 r) OF) ifRT7T 
Mien kiFkl '4 V Rtl m<u*i Ri?ft TO, Rwjfhr 7T7ROT ?R wf) R^I* 

rfl (fwirw iFi'R) ddut, 1973 rf 3rtV mfm 

RRft ^ fTrc tjR^ fR K I FtRR RRTift i 

1, (1) fR- Fh V4 ty V R7T ROT Frwft sflRIOT Fdot (W 

rot qt?^) tfmtfOT OTffttOT) Ftrot, 1973 ?Iot i 

(2) 4 TNOTR tft 31OTf OTFWR Rift RTlftar rI RRW 

jW 1 

2. Frfrft itlRTR - FtotR (ROTFROT rFw^) ?ROTT 1973 

1ft- 

(1) FlOTT 3 ift, DRT (R), qft, (W ROT (^t) R? DIOT 
97, ROTff: ftOTRierfW SIR5 RtOTOTftOT 

sit ivjf J 1 , ADiftl : — 

‘‘(90 Fr^ft 1ITO 9tOT^ 4 Rt trifttFlfw I 
(9ft) Prsrft ottt Fdot tft ffi nFTFiftr i 
( O V ) R^ efl*l wqt-y I 

(^1) 0 OTtffeT OTROT ^OT7T RlftiTR OTtW 9lt 

tTRiROTSlft OT9RT 3ITRR8rRj TOTOTl OT] 3OTT ftfRft RR 
9l\tMVTR | 

(2) FtOTOT ift FTOTfetfDOT 97^ OTtJOT, OTHfm— 
“97^ RT TR», ^TOTT 3 r! (#), (R?) ROT (OT^) Ri 

3TOT)V ‘tV^RR RROT TRRift Ftt^RTT Rtft 3(fv7(^OT Rift 
RTlftlff ft RRlOT Rft i) 1 Rft 15# fRA ^ RTR 

9f?R^ ^ TTROTT R# ?ftft 

rft. 15-eft. q. ftft.06)/72] 
l?f. q. q. OTTTWT, OTF7 TlFtOT 

MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND TRANSPORT 
(Transport Wing) 

New Delhi, the 22nd October, 1973 

S.O. 3168. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(f) of sub-section (2) of section 44 of the Road Transport 
Corporations Act, 1950 (64 of 1950), the Central Govern- 
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merit hereby makes the following rules further to amend the 
Delhi Transport Corporation (Advisory Council) Rules, 1973 
namely 

1. (i) These rules may be called the Delhi Transport Cor- 
poration (Advisory Council) (Second Amendment) Rules, 1973. 

(ii) They shall come into force on the date of their publi- 
cation in the Official Gazette. 

2. In the Delhi Transport Corporation (Advisory Council) 
Rules, 1973 j (i) in lule 3, for clauses (f), (g), (h), and (v) 
the following clauses shall respectively be substituted, 
namely ; — 

"(f) Two representative^ of the Delhi Metropolitan Coun- 
cil. 

(g) Two representatives of the Delhi Municipal Corpora- 

tion. 

(h) Throe Members of Parliament. 

(v) Six' persons to be nominated by the Central Govern- 
ment to represent users or any other interests 
considered necessary" ; 

(ii) to rule 7, the following further proviso shall be 
added namely : — 

“Provided further that members appointed under clauses 
(j), (k) and (1) of rule 3 shall cease to be members 
of the Council after the Uth day of September 
falling in the next following calendar year from 
the date of the notification appointing them as 
members". 

[No. 15-TAG(15)/72] 
N. A. A. NARAYANAN, Under Secy. 


fynft, 31 -armin', 1973 

RT. Air. 3169.—^ RtftrR Rfwr fTrfsr RftlRT, 1966 tftr 

44 ^ rtr qfsrr r^Vr r^Vr ftrftr ArhiftraR, 1966 
G966 rt 4) TR-wnr (3) $ mpm- if sift Rmr rmrr 
% RftrfR aift rwr (Tftnr^r ^ 

tr. RT. ATT. 227, PrRTR 11 RRRft, 1973 9? ArfYlRTROT if 
R7RT? TT^RRI RRfr 3“ fth AffiTWR ftmf“ 

fturt ST7T RRTT) RT) R^TR fftfy ARfRIRt, re(TR 3fft 

TrrftRRf r^rr rr ^ ftuRftrftsrR rr rrtrt aitt; 

(1 ) rar rtttr Rftn-rftrRr Aift rar rt 
T ft RTE^ ^ TTT%V5^rqf 25 RftrRR 

(2) jmn RTRftiR rrt Afft art Rmf 75 rrftrcrR 

1. 1973 :u Ruf, 1974 ^ Vf AfRftr ^ ftrr 
fftftr 373(7x1 ?ftfr I 

2. fnfr Rfftm ftrftr t?W rr w qTrftfftr 

R747R ^RTTT ftfftftf Alft TTlft ^ R^ if 

RT Eff^R RRER ^RRT Rift ?^T TERT TRt RT RDR RTRTT 

ftrtVrr Aift- Rift ^ *f rrtrt rrt ?b 

rtr^r ftr 1 if r twrftarr ftrftr t at^rtt if ftpRT 
Rpftrr 1 

[R. 5-TR 5^(4)/ 7.3 1 

ffRiR r^ 3t^t, 3m rriVr 

New Delhi, the 31st October, 1973 

S.O. 3169.— In pinsuancc of sub-section (3) of Section of 
the Seamen’s Provident Fund Act, 1966 (4 of 1966), read 
with paragraph 44 of the Seamen’s Provident Fund Scheme, 
1966, and in supersession of the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India, in the Ministiy of Shipping and Transport 
(Transport Wing) No. S.O 227, dated the lllh January, 
1973 the Central Government hereby directs that accumu- 


lations out of provident fund contributions, interest and 
other receipts as reduced by obligatory outgoings, shall be 
invested in accordance with the following pattern, namely: — 

(i) Slate Government securities and State 

or Central Government guaranteed se- 
curities — - 25 % 

(ii) Post Office Time Deposits and Small 

Savings — 75% 

T he above pattern, will be in force for the period from the 
1st October, 1973 to the 31st March, 1974. 

2, All re-investment of provident fund accumulations 
(whether invested in securities created and issued by the 
Central Government or in savings certificates issued by the 
Cential Government or in securities created and issued by a 
State Government) shall also be made according to tho 
pattern mentioned in paragraph 1 above, 

[No. 5- MT(4)/73] 
D. C. AH1R, Under Secy. 


Wl WIR 

cm-mr erhf) 

Rsf 3 RTm, 1973 

*t. att. 3170. — Affiftrr wit 627 , ftr-rfr 8 RFf 

I960 fRTTT RT^ iVq RT) RTT#T RR ?RRR, 1951 ^ ftmR 
434 $ WW 3 ^ tftT («fl) «£ ARffTTT ET4HTT7 dTJlftt eftrR ^ 

tftw cftfqftR if ftrnftr 1 - 12-1973 Tnuftm numf 
rtr Rrrf Rrr ftrTRR ftfruT 5“ 1 

CR. 5-22/73-ff. TR. *f.] 


MINISTRY' OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(P & T Board) 

New Delhi, the 3rd Novembei, 1973 

S.O. 3170. — in pursuunce of paia (a) of Section 111 
of Rule 434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, as introduced 
by S.O. Nos. 627 dated 8th Maich, 1960, the Director 
General, Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 1-12-1973 
as the date on which the Measured Rate System will be in- 
troduced in A1ZAWI- Telephone Exchange, North Eastern 
Circle. 

[No. 5-22/73-PHB] 


5T. ATT. 3171. — FREft ATT^ftl RB«JT 627, fapTEfi 8 Rl^f 

1960 trtr rtr; IVq Rq vrmffr rtt ftrmr, 1951 ^ ftimr 

434 Tj iETUg 3 ^5 'ft I (9>) *^1 AR(RT7 BTSfi-RT? H Plftl ^'^1 'U f 
RTftp eWffifR 4^3 if ‘RHiT. 1-12-1973 RRlftrR RT TffilRf 

rtr; EfTj ftnrdR ftinttr f i 

[R. 5-35/73-cft. TR. «f.I 

A rpRT, RffiRR R^lfR^ftlR (ffi 1 2 * * . TR- 5 f.) 

S.O. 3171. — In pursuance of para (a) of Section III 
ol Rule 434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1931, as introduced 
by S.O. No. 627 dated 8th Match, I960, the Diieetor Gene- 
1 al, Posts and Telcgiaphs, hereby specifies the 1-12-1973 as 
the date on which the Measured Rate System will be intro- 
duced in SUMI-KPUR Telephone I xchange, Rajasthan Circule. 

[No. 5-35/73-PHB] 
P. C. GUP I A, Assistant Diieetor General (PHB) 
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MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND REHABILITATION 
(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, 27th October, 1973 

S.O, 3172.— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government heroby 
publishes the following award of the Central Government In- 
dustrial Tribunal Calcutta, in the industrial dispute between 
the employers in relation to the management of Victoria West 
Colliery of Messers Bharat Cocking Coal Limited, Post Office 
Barakar, District Burdwan and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Governmnet on the 19th October, 1973. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, 
AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 54 of 1972 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Victoria West 
Colliery of Messers Bharat Cocking Coal Company Limited, 
AND 

Their Workmen, 

Present : 

Shri S.N. Bagchi— Presiding Officer. 

Appearance : 

On behalf of Employers — Shri D. Narsingh, Advocate, 

On behalf of Workmen — Sri C.N. Jha, Secretary, Colliery 
Mazdoor Congress. 

State :West Bengal Industry : Coal Mine 

AWARD 


S. No. Name Period of suspension 

1 ~ 2 3 


20. Shri Mandal Pasman 

21. Shri Ramai Chamar 

22. Shri Gopi Saw 

23. Shri Prasadl Mahato 


16-7-71 to 24-11-71 
16-7-71 to 24-11-71 
16-7-71 to 24-11-71 
16-7-71 to 24-11-71 


2. To-day when the case was called out for hearing Sri C.N. 
Jha, representing the workmen, submitted before me that at 
present the workmen have no dispute with their employer to 
which submission Mr. D. Narsing, Advocate, appearing for 
the management did not object. 

3. T, therefore, render a 'no dispute’ award in the matter. 
This is my award. 

S.N. BAGCHI, Presiding Officer. 
Dated, the 9th October 1973. |No,L-190l2/41/72-LRll] 


New Delhi, the 31st October, 1973 

S.O. 3173. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Go- 
vernment Industrial Tribunal No. 2, Dhanbad, in the indus- 
trial dispute between the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of Kujama Colliery, Post Office Jharia, District Dhan- 
bad and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 24th October, 1973. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TR1BUNAL (NO. 2) AT DHANBAD. 


By Order No. L/19012/41/72-LRII, dated 11th September, 
1972, the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour and 
Rehabilitation, Department of Labour & Employment, referred 
the follwing Industrial dispute existing between the employ- 
ers in relation to the management of Victoria West Colliery 
of Messers Bharat Coking Coal Company Limited and their 
workmen, to this tribunal, for adudication, namely : 


Reference No. 22 of 1973. 

Present i 

Shri K, K. Sarkar — Presiding Officer, 

In the mater of an industrial dispute under S. 10(l)(d) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 


“Whether the action of the mangement in relation to Vic- 
toria West Colliery in not paying wages for the period 
of suspension to the following 23 miners for the period 
noted against each is legal and justified ? If not to what 
relief arc the woerkmeji entitled 7 


S. No. Name Period of suspension] 

1 2 3 


1. Shri Deoki Mahato 

2. Shri (Cedar Chamar 

3. Shri Punit Chamar 

4. Shri Batchi Chamar 

5. Shir Musafir Ram 

6. Shri Khushllal Bhuin 

7. Shri Sarjug Pasman 

8. Shri Sahadco Nunia 

9. Shri Raibrichh Nunia 

10. Shri Gaya Bin 

1 1 . Shri Idal Nunia 

12. Shri Jugeswar Shaw 

13. Shri Jadu Nunia 

14. Shri Durga Koiri 

15. Shri Abdul Rajak 

16. Shri Doman Nunia 

17. Shri Baijnath Mahato 

18. Shri Palakdhari Ram 

19. Shri Dwarika Tanti 


16-7-71 to 24-9-71 
16-7-71 to 22-7-71 
16-7-71 to 22-7-71 
16-7-71 to 22-7-71 
16-7-71 to 27-7-71 
16-7-71 to 27-7-71 
16-7-71 to 3-8-71 
16-7-71 to 3-8-71 
16-7-7 1 to 6-8 - 71 
16-7-71 to 9-8-71 
16-7-71 to 9-8-71 
16-7-71 to 24-8-71 
16-7-71 to 24-8-71 
16-7-71 to 7-9-71 
16-7-71 to 7-9-71 
16-7-71 to 7-9-71 
16-7-71 to 7-9-71 
16-7-71 to 24-11-71 
16-7-71 to 24-11-71 


Parties : 

Employers In relation to the management of Kujama 
Colliery of Messib. Bharat Coking Coal Limited, 
Post Office, Jharia, District Dhanbad. 

AND 


Their workmen. 

Appearances t 

On behalf of the employers : Shri R. V. K. Rao, Senior 
Industrial Relation Officer. 

On behalf of the workmen : Shri H. N. Singh, Vice 

President, Koyala Ispat Mazdoor Panchayat. 

State : Bihar- Industry : Coal. 

Dhanbad, 18th October, 1973, 


AWARD 

The Government of India in the Labour Department by 
order No. L/2012/150/72-LR11 dated 26-5-73 referred an 
industrial dispute existing between the employers in relation 
to the management of Kujama Colliery of Messrs. Bharat 
Coking Coal Limited, Post Office Jharia, District Dhanbad 
and their workmen to this Tribunal U/s 10(1) (d) of the 
I.D. Act for adjudication upon the following issue : 

SCHEDULE 

"Whether the action of the management of Kujama 
Collieiy, Post Office Jharia, District Dhanbad in 
stopping work of Survashri Mathur Nunia, Ashu 
Cope, Fulchand Rajwar and Sitaram Majhi, Stone 
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Cutters with effect from the 12th June, 1972 is 
justified ? If not to what relief the concerned 
workmen are entitled 7" 

Upon receipt of the above order of reference written state- 
ment was duly filed on behalf of the workmen. The re- 
ference then proceeded along its course and the same was 
fixed for hearing on 29-9-73. On 29-9-73 a memorandum 
of settlement arrived at between the employers and their 
woikmcn was filed before me and on 1-10-73 the contents 
of the memorandum of settlement were verified as correct 
by Shri R. V. K. Rao, Senior Industrial Relations Officer, 
Messrs. Bharat Coking Coal Limited on behalf of .the 
management and by Shri H. N. Singh, Vice President, Koyala 
Tspat Madoor Panchayat on behalf of the workmen, I 
heard both sides on the above memorandum of settlement 
and it is submitted by both of them that they have amicably 
come to a settlement in respect of the above dispute out of 
the Tribunal and they pray that an award may be passed 
in terms of the above memorandum of settlement. I have 
gone thiough the contents of the same and find that the 
terms thereof are beneficial to the parties. There Is, there- 
fore. no reason why the terms of the compromise should 
not be accepted and an award passed in terms thereof. 
Accordingly, I pass an award in this referrence in terms of 
the memorandum of settlement which do form part of the 
award as Annexurc A. 

Sd/- 

K. K. SARKAR, Presiding Officer. 


ANNEXURE ‘A’ 

BEFORE THE HON'BLE PRESIDING OFFICER, 
CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 

(NO. II) AT DHANBAD. 

In the matter of : 

Reference No. 22 of 1973. 


It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the above terms of 
the Compromise may kindly be accepted and Award passed 

in terms thereof. 

For Employer 

Manager, Kujama Colliery 

For Bharat Coking Coal Ltd. 

For Workmen 
H. N. SINGH, Vice-President, 
Koyala lspat Mazdoor Panchayat. 

Dated September 10, 1973. 

[No. L-2012/150/72-LRIL] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Dy. Secy. 


vrr arfi 'ETxfcr tnrraxr 
(snr arfl iform farwur) 
arrqV 

W 12 1073 

WT. 3tr. 3174 i trap: UTW TW f fa 

y-jr^Tr srff TTT f ^ «rrf vf 

Wwl 3ffV ^T75 

-fmt «fNr typ YVtp; ttl-tott t-, 

<771: fHTI't 3'W Ul 7 1 ffTtJ 

'FLU I I O-ti’T REmft ^ 

3PT:, 3HT, Sff'tf itlfo'T 3fft| f H 'fiO , 1947 (1047 «FT 

14) «rrr 10 qft smmr (i) 4 (<t) rtot 

srfwql Jfrr mrirr iiRtf from itw iVm; 

siiSrfsreR' tff wit 7 -^ 4 mfrr ntw aii^dlWi^ aifinw 
gif ^ fen? if 1 


Parties : 

Employers in relation to Kujama Colliery, 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT 

Without prejudice to the respective contentions, the parties 
to the dispute in the above mentioned Reference have settled 
the matter in dispute amicably as per terms hereinafter 
stated : 

(1) That Sarvashii Mathur Nunia, Phulchand Rajwar, Ashu 
Gope and Sita Ram Manjhi, the workmen concerned will be 
employed as Stone Cutter/Coal Cutter at Kujama Colliery 
with effect fiom Monday, the 17th September, 1973 without 
any back-wages. 

(2) That the workman concerned will be given continuity 
of service with effect from 1-5-1972 provided for the pur- 
pose of. gratuity they shall qualify under the relevant provi- 
sions of the Payment of Gratuity Act, 1972. 

(3) That the employers will pay a sum of Rs. 100 (Rupees 
Hundred only) to Shri H. N. Singh, Vice-President, Koyala 
lspat Mazdoor Panchayat, Jharia towards cost of the pro- 
ceedings. 

(4) 3 hat in case the woi kmcn concerned do not report 
for duty within a fortnight from (he date of this Settlement, 
they shall have no right to claim employment whatsoever. 

(5) That the above terms finally resolve the dispute bet- 
ween the pai ties and there is, theieforc, no subsisting dis- 
pute for adjudication in the present Reference. 


ft; qtmfr ^ nmv- 

ffx ^ <fh RfNr* e : 5pi? c , 

1071 ft TfafT ff Vt -did miff 

if ? o#, fit tR rsTR 

[ft. qff.-17012/14/72-W -3TR 1] 
W. BUBlriHM, am nf-fET 
New Delhi, the 12th October, 1973 
ORDER 

S.O. 3174. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers In 
relation to the Hindustan Ideal Insurance Company and their 
workman in respect of the mutter specified in the Schedulo 
hereto, annexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refeis the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Delhi, constituted under section 7A of the 
said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

"Whether the action of the management of Hindustan 
Ideal Insurance Comany in dismissing Shri P, N. 
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Ramanarayanan, Assistant from service with effect 
from the 5th July, 1971 is justified. If not, to 
what relief is he entitled ?”. 

[No. L- 170 12/14 /72-LR. I] 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 


kwf), 26 1973 

vr. air. 3178 krik kV 

rh!Er krfk arikkiw, 1952 (1952 *pt 19) 97? um 

345 9 ^ WIRT ( 1 ) ^ ( 7 T) 4 appnnr xf (l) kkr, 

xj^rrrar ttffr kr$rr aifr set kniFT 

arfpTGmT^, (2) m arra^r, kcvft nw, is, rfe, 

fas#, ( 3 ) «tr arFyro-, famw Wrtmr-4, (4) kkr, 

«nr fa*rFT, fatpr tnrw, sFnrraT # q5fak k# ^ 
FT*# ^ srr jf fairer 957 # 4“ #V ftttt ft^tt 4 tp - - 
snr, vk rr r arfr t^nrfrr xpifft («nr atfr t^rtt kmFT) 
# ariy^-ir 4 . 99. air. 2412, ukfa 6 a^nf 1 , 1970 # fa^- 
fafarr arfr krrhFr wft awfa 1— 

tot #, ( 1) kwr 8 ^ wf ufafa- ^ 

wet qi, 9 fa fa* r# anq jf). 3rvfa — 

'‘Hfnr.FpTTitr btw, ki?n ariV «ft fa^FT, nfa- 
915177, Jip/f *1 J I / 311 *01141*1" I 

(2) W 7TW9T 18 9* TITtfa ufafa- ^ 7VFT TT, faKf- 
fafarcr irfiiV 7# arvfa; :— 

“*r*r arrtpFr, fas# rwranr, 15, th^t efr, fat#" ( 


19 "Labour Commissioner, Himnehal Pradesh, 5imla-4 ; 

20 Secretary, Labour Department, Government of Tri- 

pura, Agartala.’' 

[No. 12(5)/69-PF. IH 

fav#, 31 anrp7, 1973 

99. air. si 76 .— 97 n 9 fak ncnit 4 ttht «fkr arfkkTjn, 

1948 (1048 99 34) 9it tITTT 4 ^ (®) 95 3R7J7W # 

# 977. T7T. #7rk# ^ F9F7 97 # 4. #, n^lT, <U7TF£W 
ari7 fa^- ##7 (sft) fa?# TnrTiFr, fat# k 9wfa# 
ttht Vkr fTTT-nr # #r 999- #rt 97 trfafafarr 9# 95 
kri5 FFT-kfa^ fa^T t p 

3171:, 319- 9>4yT/l 4# 3r?kfa<m, 1948 (1948 97 

34> ^ «nr 4 95 at^fnnr # wm, mw F7977 ^ 

W, 7t7RT7 anV 9719k H-7FI9 (SF7 arfV rk*ll< 
klFD apt arftTTl^RT PfW 91. afl. 2763, TTrAfST 27 
1971 kkfeffgRT atfl TRrhFT 9 T 7 lfr arvk; :— 

ijw 3rt*iT[TRr (^fk 7 rm 7 wrr 4 q 5 bt« 

(9-) 9? anfk ik n^r-sfkt 9T trfyrfkfkci' 9rk ^ kp* fw 
^ vfk 22 q5 fffI- 9^ nWk 9? wr 
97 krkkkm nkke 7^ smTifl-, awk;:— 

tf. iprrr, 

%tiii 9 , 9 vi ark tkk nkpr (8F7), 

«JfllW-l, kvvft I” 


( 3 ) W k 39 r 19 ^ 30 SW 9 ft W 7 T 757 rT 21 # 32 ^ 75 T 
# 'pi Trekkrrr «P7 fW ^ptht pr irro 
97T: o/yjikf i fru TiOTT 21 9 tt 5 kiHkkqn 

3t*tir Twftm ?*u *4i tintpir, ^ftik 1 — 


19. 'kr aiT^w, 


km 51 1-4 ; 


20. Trikr, «nr kronr, f^r^rr rrmr, aFrwur i” 


[ 71 . 12 ( 5 )/ 09 -^.FT!. 2] 


[97. k ^-10012/15/73^. arnf.] 
5^. 9?. niw, 31T? nkrr 


New Delhi, the 31st October, 1973 

S.O. 3176.— Whereas the Central Government has in 
pursuance of clause (e) of section 4 of the Employees’ State 
Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), nominated Shri K. D. 
Gupta, Labour Commissioner and ex-Offlcio Secretary 
(Labour), Delhi Administration, Delhi to represent the Union 
territories on the Employees’ State Insurance Corporation in 
place of Shri S. S. Sanzagiri. 


New Delhi, the 26th October, 1973 

S.O. 3175. — In pursuance of clause (c) of sub-section (I) 
of section 5A of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Family 
Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints (1) The Secretary to the Government 
of Gujarat, Education & Labour Department, Sachivalaya, 
Gandhinagar, Ahmcdabad (2) Labour Commissioner, Delhi 
Administration, 15, Rajpur Road, Delhi (3) Labour Commis- 
sioner, Himachal Pradesh, Simla-4, (4) Secretary, Department 
of Labour, Government of Tripura, Agartala as members of 
the Central Board of Trustees and makes the following fur- 
ther amendments in the notification of the Government of 
India in the late Ministry of Labour, Employment and 
Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) S.O. 
•2412, dated the 6th July, 1970, namely : — 

In the said notification 

(i) for the entry against Serial number 8, the following 

entry shall be substituted namely : — - 

“The Secretary to the Government of Gujarat, Edu- 
cation and Labour Department, Sachivalaya, 
Gandhinagar, Ahmedabad.” 

(ii) for the entry against serial number 18, the following 

entry shall be substituted, namely : — 

"Labour Commissioner, Delhi Administration, 15, Raj- 
pur Road, Delhi." 

(iii) Serial numbcis 19 to 30 shall be renumbered as serial 

numbers 21 to 32 and before serial number 21 as 
so renumbered, the following shall be inserted, 
namely : — 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 4 of the Em- 
ployees’ Slate Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central 
Government hereby makes the following further amendment 
in the notification of the Government of India in the late 
Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (De- 
partment of Labour and Employment) No, S.O- 2763, dated 
the 27th May, 1971, namely: — 

In the said notification, under the head (Nominated by 
the Central Government under clause (e) of section 
4 represent Union Territories for the entry 
against item 22 the following entry shall be substi- 
tuted, namely : — 

’’Shri K. D. Gupta, 

Labour Commissioner and Ex-Officio Secretary (Labour) 
Delhi Administration Delhi". 

[No. U-16012/15/73-HI] 
T. K. RAMACHANDRAN, Under Secy. 


New Delhi, the 1st November, 1973 

S.O. 3177. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947, (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in (he industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Messrs. Victory Engineering Company, Calcutta and their 
workmen which was received by the Central Government on 
the 23rd October, 1973. 
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CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 4 of 1973. 

Battles : 

Employers in relation to the management of Messrs. 
Victory Engineering Company, Calcutta, 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

Present : 

Sri S. N. Bagchi, Presiding Officer. 

Appearance : 

On behalf of Employers — Absent. 

On behalf of Workmen— Absent. 

State : West Bengal Industry : Port & Dock 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-320J 1 /22/72-P&D, dated 22nd March, 
1973, the Government of India, in the Ministty of Labour 
and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment), 
referred the following industrial dispute existing between the 
employers in relation to the management of Messrs. Victory 
Engineering Company, F-88, Garden Reach Road, Calcutta-24, 
and their workmen, to this tribunal, foi adjudication, namely: 

“(1) Whether the management of Messrs. Victory 
Engineering Company, F.-88, Gaiden Reach Road, 
Calcutta-24 and Messrs. Friends Engineering Com- 
pany, Calcutta, have denied employment to the 
following 13 workmen from 1st September, 1972 ? 
if so, to vvhat relief are the workmen concerned 
entitled ? 

1. Shri Jam 

2. Shri Asruf 


vr ampm (ibj^tr) irr wrofiw 

fVwft, 27 1073 

«FT. 31T. 3178 —TIT: RR^TR t*T nrf. 

4 sfW ^ ^ wfetT 4 mv 0-11-72 

urt fW W ctor «pf 4 fvn? apEt TJtfrrfrT )' nit RfarR 

4 R^TR ^ WMiqhf Bit 4 teR RhT¥T RTW aitlrfTTR, 

19 G 5 7 # VRT 19 ( 0 ) 4 TTlffT afT^T ?TRT t I 

arf? T7T: R? TRIVET ?t 5(T u 07 Rhh RlfT-t 0) feUf 
if, 4M w arw wr ar)V t fmr bAwt 
arhn^tHi r, sft- 2 O( 42)/05 Rrftar 28 amrR, 1905 4 
rtr itsfr rrr afhrf“RTR urn 19 ^ rtrs (®r) ^ RRtyr 
tbitt urm y i f Vud tr ruNt wf ^ 10-10-1973 ^ 
*8 srB ? '1 jTT fTRT RRR 0 tRR 4 R^fTR BncTPlftr 

arhitRTR Rft «m 19 4 (0) ^ aruVr 4 r?tr 

^ atfRTR HR^ ft 2 RTR 24 T^pT (RTfa 30-9-1973 R0O 
af i4 BE au^'^l 4 rij TT 4 l 

anr ?rf RRR wtr 4 t- i RN R 3 tfV R*ft BRfarftRf ntf 

R[RRT R feTR f^TTT '41(11 if I 

KETtfsfr 

fTht^pp/Fftfr^m fw TRrar rurr wh 

TI BTR tfk TRT Bo 1 2 


3. Shri Hafiz 

4, Shri A1 laud din 
3. Shri Kallu 

6. Shri Munna (No. 1) 

7. Shri Munna (No. 2) 

8. Shri Md Salim 


fftrtf tffstai n«fiiu lir 

ifloRVo JTKfqei folei i RriflHK 

'3tfrirr 


[Bojftpo i «( i6)/7 3-tr qyr t] 
RT3> ^o€to jft’ jfwt 
JJSR SIR RTWT (RftftR) 


[Office of the Chief Labour Commissioner (Central)] 


9. Shri Md, Nishar 

10. Shri Shaman (No. 1) 

11. Shri Shamim (No. 2) 

12. Shri Rahat 

13. Shri lnsan. 

(2) Whether the demand of the 13 workmen mentioned 
above for increase in their daily wage rates is 
justified ? If so, to what relief are they entitled 
and from which date ?” 


2. Notices were issued on the parties but neither the 
employers nor the workmen or any union on behalf of 
the workmen filed any statement of case, The matter was 
therefore fixed for settling a date for peremptory hearing 
on 20-6-1963. On that date nobody appeared either on 
behalf of the employers or on behalf of the workmen. The 
matter was fixed for peremptory hearing on 14-9-1973 and 
the parties were informed accordingly. On 14-9-1973 the 
matter was again adjourned to 15-10-1973 for peremptory 
hearing as nobody on behalf of any party appeared <5n that 
date. On 15-10-1973, i.c. yesterday, again nobody appear- 
ed either on behalf of the employers or on behalf or the 
workmen 


3, In view of the circumstances stated above, the tribunal 
presumes that there exists no dispute between the parties at 
present and as such, a ‘no dispute’ award Is rendered in the 
matter. 


This is my award. 

Sd/- 

S. N, BAGCHI, Presiding Officer. 
[No. L-32011/22/72-P&D] 
V. SANKARALINGAM, Under Secy. 
Dated, October 16, 1973. 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 27th October, 1973 

S.O. 3178. — Whereas an application has been made under 
Section 19(b) of the payment of Bonus Act, 1965 by Messrs. 
Khotau Narbheram & Co. (employer) in relation to their 
establishments mentioned in the Schedule below for extension 
of the period for the payment of bonus to their employees 
for the accounting year ending on 6-11-1972. 

And whereas being satisfied that there are sufficient reasons 
to extend the time 1 have, in exercise of the powers conferred 
on me by the proviso to clause (b) of Section 19 of the 
said Act read with the notification of the Government of 
Tndia in the Ministry of Labour and Employment No. WB. 
20(42)/65 dated the 28th August, 1965, passed order on 
16th October, 1973 extending the period for payment of the 
said bonus by the said employer by 2 months 24 days (i.e. up 
to 30-9-1973) from the last date for payment of bonus under 
clause (b) of Section 19 of the Act. 

Now this is published for information of the employer and 
all the employees of the said establishment. 

SCHEDULE 

Name and address of the employer(s) Establishment(s) 
M/s Kbatau Naibheram & Co, Roida Iron Mine 

P.O. Barbil, Distt. Keonjhar No. 1 and 2. 

(Orissa), 

[BA-16(16)/72-L.$.T.] 

R. J. T. D’MELLO, 
Chief Labour Commissioner (Central) 


printed by the manager, oovt. of indta press, ring road, new Delhi, 

AND PUBLISHED BY THE CONTROLLER OF PUBLICATIONS, DF.LHI-6, 1973 




